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4G-The rush of matter, which must be published and 
registered, not only continues, but daily acquires fresh 
strength, and will gather yet more, until after the rising 
of congress—when we shall work hard to bring up the 
lee-way that we have made, and so relieve the constant 
embarrassment in which we are placed in the prepara- 
tion or selection of articles. ‘he post office reports are 
as formidable to us, on account of their length, as they 
will be appalling to the public because of the facts dis- 
closed or admitted in them. 


—~ 


The senate having acceded to the proposition of the 
house, it may be confidently expected that congress will 
adjourn on the 30th inst. but if even so, many important 
bills yet pending must be disposed of, and an exceedingly 
large amount of business laid over—or evaded, as it is 
possible that certain exciting things will be. A direct 
vote might be unpleasant to some—in the present state of 
public feeling, and excuses, for want of time, are parti- 
cularly ‘‘convenient.” 


-_- 


After a most tedious, harrassing and expensive inves- 
tigation, the house of representatives has shewed itself 
unable, or unwilling, to decide whether Mr. Letcher or 
Mr. Moore was entitled to the vacant seat in the delega- 
tion from Kentucky! On one occasion, Mr. Letcher 
came within three votes of obtaining the seat, and would 
have obtained it, but that the iilness of several gentlemen 
forbade their attendance; for the house had, by the vari- 
ous votes taken, really admitted that Mr. L. had a ma- 
jority of the legal voters of the district. The election is 
thrown back to the people. The labored report of the 
committee is thus discredited, as to its facts and opinions. 

Laws must be provided to punish such offences as have 
caused Kentucky, at this session of congress, to be de- 
prived of her rightful power over the legislation of the 
country. We allude to the act of the sheriff who felo- 
niously withheld the returns of his county, and ¢hose who 
aided and abetted him in so doing. 


The governor of Virginia has issued his writ for an 
election to supply the place of Mr. Stevenson in the 
house of representatives of the United States—to be held 
next month. 

The result of the nomination of Mr. S. as minister to 
England, in the senate—is very doubtful. This we re- 
gard as certain—that the senate will not, because they 
ought not, act upon his nomination until the president 
also places before that body the names of persons to fill 
the offices of secretary of state, secretary of the treasury 
and attorney general—neither of the incumbents of 
which, as the majority believes, is rightfully holding 
office. And some think it also necessary to ascertain 
how many more members of congress are to be nominat- 
ed at the present session, before they take up the case of 
Mr. Stevenson——two or three being generally expected, 
and as many more talked of. 

We are sorry to add, that Mr. Stevenson is sick—in- 
deed, some fear is ascertained that he will never proceed 
on his mission if even sanctioned by the senate. 

We present Mr. Clay’s report on the Jand bill, pass- 
ed at the last session, and retained by the president. 

The reports made to the senate on Monday last, shew 
that the affairs of the general post office are in an ‘‘aw- 
ful” state. The department is completely bankrupt, and 
if “those who deal on borrowed capital ought to break,” 
ae establishment must cease its operations! 

e have given some of the leading points in the re- 
port and counter report, from the ‘‘National Intelligen- 
cer” and the *‘Globe,” but have not time nor room, if 


we would do more at present. Nor is it necessary—for 
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in the next Reeisrer, an effort will be made to present 
both reports, in full—that all the facts elicited may be 
fairly before our readers. 

One simple remark, however, ought to be made. The 
embarrassment of this department was known long be- 
fore the rising of the last congress—and yet the fact was 
not communicated; indeed, its affairs were rather repre- 
sented as being in a wholesome state! Nowa large sum 
of money is asked for, that the mails may not be stopped ! 
And this great difficulty presents itself—if the money is 
voted, the principle is admitted that the postmaster gene- 
ral, and all other heads of departments, may borrow mo- 
ney at their own discretion, and to any amount!!—if re- 
fused, it is possible that the whole concern may be de- 
ranged!!! To steer between the Scylla and Charybdis 
offered on the right hand and on the left, is the difficulty. 
**Facilis descensus Averni: sed revocare gradum, &c.— 
Hoc opus hic labor est: which translated means, ‘‘the de- 
scent to hell is easy, but to recall your steps, and reascend 
to the upper skies, forms the difficulty and labor.’* We 
do not see the in medio tustissimus tbis—the “middle path” 
between a principle that cannot be admitted, and the 
possibility of an occurrence that will unhinge all the re- 
lations of social life and of business, if bronght about by 
a continued bankruptcy of the post office department. 


Mr. Webster’s great speech on the president’s protest 
was published in the ‘*National Intelligencer” of Satur- 
day last, and has since appeared in pamphlet form, and 
makes 31 octavo pages. We cannot insert this speech 
until sometime after the rising of congress, but it will be 
laid aside among the stock articles for use in the recess, 


which will lose nothing of their value by the delay, whe- 
ther for reading or reference. 


eel 


The arrival of a small British cutter-built schooner, at 
New York, from England, called the Post-Boy, in bal- 
last, and bearing only one letter to a mercantile house, 
excited a great deal of curiosity in that city last week. 
Some said she was ballasted with dollars, to take the 
‘‘mortgage” on the state of New York, &e. but the pub- 
lic are yet as much in the dark as ever, except that the 
vessel belongs to Rothschild, and had only 21,000 dol- 
lars on board. Some speculation is on foot—and it is 
known that she left Europe in a mysterious manner. 


We have, in the ‘‘National Gazette” of the 5th inst. a 
statement of the affairs of the bank of the United States 
on the ist June. Asin the Recister of the 10th ult. page 
184, we published a similar statement up to the Ist May, 
it does not appear necessary to give that for the 1st inst. 
at full length. We shall, however, insert the comipara- 


tive figures, that the progress of its business may be un- 
derstood. 


Tans. Pub. depo. Private depo. 
May 1, 1834 53,756,485 3,251,345 7,022,820 
June 1, se 52,201 ,912 2,731,988 6,867,892 
: Debts and 

Circulation. Specie. notes of 
: state banks. 
May 1, 1854 16,604,147 11,183,774 3,094,787 
June l, * 16,612,527 12,298,355 3,329,362 





*Since the preceding was written, we learn, from the **Balti- 
more Patriot,’’ that the *‘honorable Isaac Hill’? asked Mr. Clay- 
ton, how he (Mr. C.) would arrest the “‘downward course of 
things,’ as the latter had called it: on which Mr. Clayton pro- 
posed to make a contract with ‘Timothy Upham, to keep in 
order these scurrilous libellers, who are making a trade of ca- 
lumny, whether their mail contracts be with or without the 
newspaper privilege, and I would at al! times suffer him to 
‘improve his bid,’ and pay him, willingly, an ‘extra allow- 
ance’ of five hundred dollars for every chastisement he might 
inflict on such a libeller. That, sir, would be one of my reme 
dies; of its efficiency, the member may judge.’’ 
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There is a diminution of (in round numbers) 1,550,000* 
in the loans—of 520,000 in the public deposites, and of 
245,000 in the private deposites; and an increase of the 
circulation of 8,000—of specie 1,100,000—and of debts 
and notes of state banks of 235,000. 

Since the removal of the deposites, Oct. 1, 1833— 
The reduction of loans has been 7,892,290 05 
While the reduction of deposites has been 8,277,417 7 





Being more than the reduction of loans by — 385,127 65 
The reduction of the notes in circulation is 2,515,662 51 
The increase of the specie 1,634,891 69 
The specie is now 12,298,333 20 
The notes and debts of 
other banks 3,329,362 00 
. 15,627,695 20 
While the notes in circulation amount to 16,612,527 06 


With such means and such proceedings, the hurrah that 
the bank was at the feet of the secretary of the treasury, 
**to be crushed at will,’”? was not more ridiculous or stu- 
pid, than is the charge that the bank has caused ‘‘the 

ressure” ignorant or unjust. The line of its discounts 
eing comparatively greater than the line of its deposites, 
on the ist Oct. 1833 and Ist June, 1834. 

Since the removal of the deposites, the bank has redtuc- 
ed its liabilities near eleven millions of dollars, and in- 
creased its means, in specie, and dues from state banks, 
to pay its yet remaining liabilities, in the sum of 244,000 
dollars. 

With its means, it might safely increase its discounts 
ten millions, but it is commanded to wind up its affairs, 
and dares not extend its accommodations. 

The giant strength of the bank is not more remarkable 
than the moderation with which it has yet been exert- 
ed. Such is the interest of the bank; and at once, the 
guaranty of its own safety and that of the public, so far 
as **ruE government” will permit the latter. 


—_— 


Since the preceding was written— 

It is said that the directors of the bank of the United 
States have ordered a reduction of Joans at the rate of 
a million a month, and that all accounts with the local 
banks shall be exactly closed every week. 

The present aspect of things at Washington forbids any 
hope that measures will be taken, at the present session, 
to quiet the war against the bank, or to relieve the public 
distress; the bank, then, must defend itself and gather-up 
its means to preserve a sound currency, in which to re- 
ceive the large amount of debts payable to it. ‘The al- 
most total cessation of new enterprizes, requiring fresh 
pecuniary accommodations, will permit a great contrac- 
tion of the circulating medium—but so it is, that if the 
bank of the United States draws in a milliona month, 
the state banks must (for a time) reduce their loans at the 
rate of four or five millions, because of the accumulation 
of specie in the vaults of the United States bank. The 
local banks have no sort of claim to continue indebted to 
the U. States bank—they should pay their own debts as 
they expect or require that others should pay those that 
ane due them; but still—we think that, badly as the bank 
has been used by the politicians, it owes a spirit of ac- 
commodation to dSusiness-men, and that these require- 
ments might be considerably reduced with safety to the 
bank, — relief to the people. And, perhaps, its rea/ 
operations may not justify the appearances of things; for 
we see it stated that, at New York, to relieve the money 
market, the bank had made large purchases of bills on 
Europe. But we have not time to say more on this 
subject at present. 





The following, we believe, is taken from the ‘‘New 
York Journal of Commerce.” 

A fact of some interest just at this moment, has been pointed 
out to us by a Spanish gentleman, in the Mexican Calendar for 
1833, viz: that the currency of Mexico, including gold bars, 
(reckoned at $1,000 each), is not less than four hundred and eigh- 
ty million dollars, all in specie. 

We made a brief reference to this ‘‘fact” in a late Re- 
sisTER—and stated our disbelief of it. The whole po- 
pulation of Mexico does not exceed seven millions, if it 





*This reduction of loans is probably on account of the wes- 
tern bills arriving at matarity in the Atlantic cities. 
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amounts to so much, after the long and desolating civil 
wars through which the country has passed. It is esti- 
mated that one-fifth of a people are capable of beariy 
arms—that is, there is wok a proportion of persons od 
tween 16 and 60 years old who are able to defend their; 
country; and the proportion of adult persons capable of 
holding property in their own right can hardly exceed that 
rate—the youths in the former proportion being equal to 
the females and aged males in the latter. We then may 
have about 1,400,000 property holders in Mexico, of ail 
descriptions, and it is pretended that these possess 480 
millions of dollars, in gold and silver only, or an average 
of 343 dollars, in bullion or coin! How ean any one be- 
lieve this! At the same rate, the United States would 
need about eight hundred millions of dollars! 

It should further be recollected, that about two-fifths 
of the people of Mexico are Indians, and the chief part 
of the remaining population is made up of all sorts of 
mixtures of whites, Indians and negroes—which mix- 
tures Humboldt estimated at 2,400,000 persons. Some 
of the Indians are rich in landed property, and a few 
have a good deal of money—but, in general, they are 
wretchedly ignorant and improvident and miserably poor, 
with hardly a week’s supply of provisions a-head. Many 
of the mixed bloods are wealthy, as must be the case 
seeing that they constitute the power of the country, the 
pure whites being very few—but a very large majority 
of these are thoughtless and improvident, without edu- 
cation, and poor. 

But if Mexico possessed 480 millions in bullion and 
coin, how is it that such comparatively small sums of 
money have been derrowed in Europe? And where was 
such a vast amount deposited, that it has escaped the 
graspings of the military chieftains, whose seizure of 
property, or waste of life, has been bounded only by 
their own arbitrary wills, or means of rapine? 

No doubt, as gold aud silver are chief staple produc- 
tions of Mexico, there must always be a large amount of 
them in that country to carry on the foreign and interior 
trade, and all the exchanges between individuals. But 
such is the superiority of a well regulated paper eurren- 
ey, that the bank of the United States has exchanged 250 
millions of dollars a year between distant places, many 
of them 1,000 miles apart, with less trouble and expense, 
perhaps, and certainly with less parade, than 5 millions 
are conveyed from the city of Mexico to Vera Cruz— 
and, as before observed, with about 25,000,000 dollars in 
specie, our best public stocks, were at 20 per cent. ad- 
vance—while such stocks of Mexico were 40 or 50 per 
cent. under par, in exchange for gold or silver; and so it 
is, that ‘‘eredit,” against which war has been declared by 
“the government,”’ is better than specie, when rightfully 
regulated and prudently used. 

In page 205 we recorded an evidence of the democra- 
cy of the present day, in the scurvy attacks of the ‘‘or- 
ganized” press on Mr. Ewing of the senate of the Unit- 
ed States, charging him with the crime of having risen 
from a very humble rank in society to the honorable 
place that he fills with so much talent and respecta- 
bility. We made this record, as we have made many 
others, that it may be seen, in future times, what are the 
effects that flow from a rewarded as well as an ‘‘organiz- 
ed” press, in the appointment of more than one hundred 
persons connected with it to public places of profit, ina 
short period of years; and hence it seems that incividuals 
seek preferences in proportion to the filthiness of their 
assaults on the private character of richly-gifted and ho- 
nest men, if happening not to agree in political opinion 
with a set of the foulest ¢ype-blackers that ever cursed a 
country—a number of whom are foreign adventurers—late 
the subjects of a king, and, of course, qualified to teach 
‘“democracy”’ to native Americans, even in gross denun- 
ciations of such men as Mr. Ewing, (who, by the glori- 
ous operation of true democratic principles, has raised 
himself up to one of the most lofty stations which a man 
can possess in the republic), because that they came from 
a poorer class of the people. The inconsistency of this 1s 
lost sight of in the zeal to do the dirty work assigned, 
and without reflecting that many of their own gods are 
in the same condition—and some without known fathers. 


We recur to this subject to notice one of the arts of 


the ‘‘able” editor of the ‘‘Albany Argus.” 
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The ‘‘Evening Journal’ of that city, speaking of the 
‘‘democratic” attack on Mr. Ewing, askerl— 

‘Was not Mr. Wright a bar- keeper and ostle: both, at an ob- 
scure tavern in St. Lawrence county?”? 

Mr. Wright, one of the senators from New York, is 
the gentleman referred to—and the ‘*Argus” well ob- 
serves, in reply— 

[tis of little importance whether the interrogatory be or be 
not fuunded in truth. If true, although designed as a reproach 
by the upstarts of aristocralic® arrogance and assumption, it 
would only imply the greater merit that “fa bar-keeper and 
ostler at an Obscure tavern,’ has risen, by a rapid and honora- 
ple succession, and by bis own unaided efforts, to a seat in the 
highest legislative body in the union; and that he stands in that 
body, amidst the proudest and ablest of his countrymen, unsur- 
passed in talent and personal influence, and far transcending 
many of his compeers, in that gentlemanly courtesy and un- 
affected dignity of manner, which is an attribute of worth, and 
which adorns but cannot be conferred by rank or station. If 
untrue (as itis), itis of no moment, except to show how easy 
is the transition from an affectation of superior gentility anda 
horror of meanness of occupation, to positive meanness Gf con- 
duct.’”’ 

And the reason of the ‘‘Argus” for repeating the in- 
terrogatory is— 

“That the people may appreciate the manner and the spirit 
with which the pretenders to all the respectability pursue their 
hostility to the sons of the democracy whom the people have 
honored with their confidence.’? 

This is ali right—so far as it goes. But the fact, that 
the interrogatory of the ‘‘Evening Journal” was intended 
only to shew the grossness of the assault on Mr. Ewing, 
ts altogether concealed'!—and the people of New York are 
tobe made believe that the interrogatory concerning Mr. 
Wright was an original outrage on Aim, when, in sober 
truth, it was made for the simple purpose of shewing the 
democracy of that made upon Mr. Ewing, a gentleman, 
every way, his equal in talent and character. 

The worst of all » are those which are told in the 
words of truth. 

[Since the preceding was in type (for it is a deferred 
article) the ‘*Albany Evening Journal,” has noticed the 
ease]. 





The **New York Times” (the successor of the *‘Stand- 
ard’’) says— 

We are informed that there has been more cotton exported 
from this country in the last six months to Europe, than in the 
entire year previous. Will those who are informed upon the 
subject, correct us if we are in error. We presume that this 
must be attributed among the many other evidences of the pros- 
perous state of the country, to ‘‘the disastrous removal of the 
deposites.’? 

If not in the removal of the deposites, a good reason 
might be found in the stoppage of American cotton spin- 
dles, for the excessive export of cotton—if such there has 
been, without also an exeessive production. 


ae 


The common council of New York, thoagh they have 
not ‘swept the board,” have ‘‘reformed” a large number 
of the corporation officers—that is, turned them out, and 
supplied their places with other men. It appears by the 
votes that the **whigs” have a decided majority of at least 
four in the council. In some cases the majority was 
greater, in others less. : 

We are altogether opposed to the principle of such 
“reforms”—yet it is sometimes absolutely necessary to 
reduce them to eet for the correction of error and 
condemnation of prevailing abuses. This necessity ex- 
ists when a party has filled a// places of profit and influ- 
ence with devoted and active friends, using their office 
lor political purposes, that the ‘spoils’? may remain with 
them. We do not think that a public officer should be de- 
nied a liberal exertion of the right of opinion—but regard 
it as disgraceful and Swiss-like, when seeing them act 
the part of bullies at public meetings, or at the polls, and 
otherwise using the power that they happen to possess, 
to force the opinions, or, at least, direct the votes of other 
then, We saw some disgusting cases of this kind as far 
back as 1798—but they did not often occur, within the 
scope of our own observation, until the election of presi- 


dent Jackson—and then against Ais seriotis denunciation. 


of such abominations! But now it is so, that most per- 
‘ons who hold office under him are leaders, or drillers, 


““Aristocratic”’ as applicable to Mr. Wright! 











of the party in their several neighborhoods—the drum- 
mers-up of meetings, and the finger-posts of the proceed- 
ings of them, fighting for pay. A great horror has been 
expressed because Messrs. Webster and Binney briefly 
addressed a multitude in Baltimere, on a Sunday after- 
ncon, on compulsion, as it were—but we have seen and, 
somewhere, have the list, (taken on the spot), of more 
than thirty persons in the direct Aire of the United States 
engaged in the business of electioneering, on a Sunday 
afternoon, in the White Hall gardens, Baltimore. ‘The 
list was mislaid, or it should have been published. 

In New York, however, on a broad seale, and in Penn- 
sylvania, and, perhaps, some other states, a disciplined 
electioncering body ot office-holders has long and steadily 
existed—and hence the vacilating policy, or polities, of 
these states, in the quarrels between the ins and the outs, 
in which the people have no interest, though too often 
made tools of the possessors of the feedings at the pub- 
lic crib, where there is plenty of ‘‘fodder,” as Crockett 
calls it. And in those states, and with respect also to the 
officers of the United States, a great reform will be made 
on every change of political power until better feelings 
prevail, and office-holders are taught that interferences 
with elections, as at present practised, and as reproved 
by president Jackson, if **rewarded” on the one hand, 
will be ‘‘punished” on the other—‘‘for few of these die 
and none resign,” as president Jefferson said, when he 
‘‘corrected the procedure,” by reducing things to some 
degree of equality, in this respect. 

We are glad that, in New York, a good many faithful 
publie servants have been ‘‘let-alone,”’ as well as that the 
organized corps vas been disturbed. The lesson, either 
way, will be useful. 

On this subject we have much feeling, both on account 
of principle and interest—for we have solemnly to ex- 
press an opinion that the ‘‘reforms” of the general post 
office are costing us at the rate of one thousand dollars a 
year, and are ready to say—eursed be the man who re- 
duced that establishment into the discipline of political 
party, and designed that, so to have it under charge, the 
postmaster general should be introduced into the ‘‘eabi- 
net:” The bringing into it of the chief justice of the U. 
States would only be its major offence against the general 
welfare. 

Mr. Clay, in a late speech, said—*‘‘For one, I can as- 
sure the senator from ‘Tennessee, that | am no candidate, 
that I do not desire to be a candidate, and that, if it de- 
pend upon me alone, I never shall be a candidate for any 
office whatever.” 

The supreme court of South Carolina, (judges O’Neil, 
Johnston and Harper being present, and the latter dis- 
senting on some of the points made), that the test oath, 
established by the late convention held in that state, is 
unconstitutional. We have an abstract of the opinions of 
the judges, &c. and it is laid off for a speedy insertion, 
The decision has excited a great deal of feeling—of joy 
on the one side, and of anger on the other. 

A writer in the “‘Richmond Enquirer”’ of the 10th inst. 
commences a strange article as follows: 

We may talk of this great man and that great man—we may 
admire the fascinating eloquence of Clay, the profound logic of 
Webster, the brilliant imagination and metaphysical graces of 
Calhoun; and, if you please, the fiery invectives and violent 
denunciations of Leigh; but, in my view, for clear comprehen- 
sion, efficient and triumphant reasoning, on the all-engrossing 
and deeply-exciting bank question, we have only to turn our 
eyes to the Inminous speeches of Thomas H. Benton of Mis- 
souri, to perceive that he stands unrivalled, and has gallantly 
borne away the palms of victory from the allied champions of 
the opposition. . 

Which irresistibly brings to recollection a certain ce- 
lebrated letter about the ‘East Room,” first published 
in that paper some year ago, and to be found in vol. 
57, page 116 of the Reerster. 


id 


The Louisville Advertiser of the 26th ult. says:— 

‘*Senators are but publie servants, and if they have ne- 
glected their duties, defied the voice of their constituents, 
and arrogated to themselves powers and privileges un- 
known to our form of government, and unsanctioned by 
its fundamental law, they will receive from the vaice of 
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en indignant nation that deep and damning condemnation 
due to such flagitious acts.” 


The Pennsylvanian says, now is the time to ‘‘get rid 
of it, [the senate], at once and forever.” 

In a late number of the **Globe,” it was said— 
_ We venture the prediction that no majority will be found in 
the next Virginia legislature to vote the return of Mr. Leigh to 
Washington—the restoration of the deposites to Mr. Biddle—a 
renewal of the charter of the bank—or approval of the senate’s 
impeachment of the president, and vote whatever else it may, 
we believe that the great cause for which the president con- 
tends, will be supported by a large majority in that body—the 
final extinction of the bank of the United States. 


As William Cobéett, a member of the British parlia- 
ment, and eclebrated in ‘‘two worlds” for his ruffian: like 
writings and destitution of moral principle, has lately be- 
came a great favorite with certain persons in the United 
States, we make room for the following from his Regis- 
ter of the 19th April last, as presenting a beautiful speci- 
mens of the head and heart of this biped: 

Citizen king—In less than six days after this fellow was plac- 
ed upon the throne of France by the intrigues of Lafitte, Lafay- 
ette, and a set of others who ought to have been hanged up by 
dozens, I said that he had been placed there to keep the “nest 
warm”? for the old stinking Bourbons, and to uphold the infa- 
mous funding system of France. And I told the French people 
then that the Bourse was a thousand times more tyrannical than 
the Bourbons, and that if they continued to pay the interest of 
their debt in full, they would be, and they deserve to be, slaves 
more degraded than their forefathers ever had been. 

We immediately saw, at the head of the national guard, the 
scoundrel bankers and money dealers; two or three of Roths- 
child’s clerks were captains or lieutenants of the national 
guard; Perier, the banker, was a colonel; and that wretched 
old hypocrite, Lafayette, who has sold his American lands, and 
turned them into what the villains call ‘stock; this supreme 
hypocrite, who has since saved the lives of the traitors Polignae 
and Peyronnet; this prime old hypocrite, being appeimed com- 
mander of the national guard, chose a stock broker for his adju- 
tant general. In short, from the commencement of this last revo- 
lution to the present time, the grand object of that stock jobbing 
governinent has been to arm those who live upon the taxes, for 
the purpose of compelling the working people to live upon po- 
tatoes or garbage, worse than the food of dogs. This has been 
the ruling principle of this infernal government. ‘l'o hire end- 
less battalions of fat soldiers, riding upon fat horses, to kill the 
people who work and produce every thing, unless they will 
work sixteen hours a day, and live upon diet worse than that of 
dogs or ferrets. 

The French area people easily deceived. But who would 
not have been deceived by old Lafayette, who was one of the 
deep contrivers of this present system of government. Far bet- 
ter for Lyons to perish, and all the people in it, than that all 
those who do the work should be fed like dogs. With regard 
to the murdering myrmidons called “‘the army,’’ no matter when 
or how or where, so that they be killed. In a case like that of 
Lyons, every thing used against them is laudable. They are 
there for the purpose of killing the working people or imposing 
starvation upon them. 


Many cases of cholera are still happening in the south 
and west, and it is reported to be bad at Mobile. It is so 
among the passengers ascending the rivers of the west. 

Many houses have been thrown down, and much other 
damage committed, by unusually severe tornadoes, with 
which some parts of eastern Virginia have been recently 
visited. ‘These were particularly destructive in Chester- 
field, Nottaway and Dinwiddie. On some of the farms 
all the buildings were blown down or damaged, and 
several persons were killed and many injured. Like 
storms have been felt in South Carolina, Alabama, &c. 

Miss Fanny Kemble was married in Christ church, 
Philadelphia, by the venerable bishop White, on Satur- 
day last, to Mr. Pierce Butler. There is a great deal of 
fustian, or other soft stuff, abont it in the papers. The 
world will not come to an end because Miss K. has be- 
come Mrs. B.—nor will the stock of beauty or of talent 
be exhausted by her retirement into married life, and 


from the stage; but we wish her not the less ‘‘joy” on 
either account. 


The ‘‘New York Annual Register,” published by Mr. 
E. Williams, is one of the most valuable and carefully 
edited works of its kind in the world, and, to the state, 
is more than Mr. Force’s ‘‘National Calendar” is to the 
United States. The statistics of the great state of New 


— = 


York are industriously collected, and admirably prepar. 
ed for common use, by the industrious and worthy editor 
just named. We are anxious to present our readers 
with many curious and interesting extracts from it, 





We have the usual annual report concerning the Ches- 
apeake and Delaware canal. The gross receipts for the 
year ending Ist June were $54,091 66—nearly $7,000 
less than last year, in part caused by an interruption of 
the navigation of the canal, which has been much da. 
maged. ‘The affairs of the company are embarrass 
and the damages awarded in favor of Mr. Randal] 
(226,385 dollars) also hang overthem. It is thought that 
the business of the canal will be inereased in conse. 
quence of the opening of the Delaware and Raritan 
canzl—there now being an interior navigation from New 
York to Norfolk, direct. 

We regret tolearn that Mr. Jitchie, editor of the 

tichmond Enquirer was thrown from his horse on the 

29th uit. and very much injured, but without breakin 
or dislocating a limb; yet it was hoped that, in a fey 
days, he would be able to resume his editoria) labors, 


ed, 


Richard J. Manning (the union candidate] has been 
elected, by a majority of more than 600 votes, over Mr. 
E/more, his opponent, to fill the vacancy in the represen- 
tation in congress, from South Carolina, occasioned by 
the deevase of gen. Blair. ; 


Seeiemedl 


The Pittsburgh papers have a long statement of Dr, 
Win. Mitcheltree, shewing that he had been denied the 
‘rights and privileges of the church,” as he calls them, 
because that he would not **quit the liquor business.” 

The following resolution, extracted ‘from the minutes 
of the session of the first Presbyterian church of Pitts- 
burgh,” is published as a part of this statement— 

“Resolved, That in consequence of the unchristian deport 
ment of Dr. Mitcheltree, as exhibited by him on the present oc- 
casion, as well as of his determination to persist in the manu- 
facture and sale of spirituous liquors, he be suspended from the 
communion of the church until a more Christian disposition be 
manifested.’? 

Dr. M. in consequence, advertised his pew for sale, 
and here the matter, we suppose, ended. 


There is a powerful emigration to America in the pre- 
sent season. Up to the 5th inst. there arrived at New 
York 15,946 persons, and to same date last year only 
9,066—inerease 7,880. So at Quebec—to the 28th ult. 


8,040; to same time in 1833, only 1,363. On which it is 
remarked— 


**In regard to New York the comparison is a fair one, and in- 
dicates a great increase of passengers this year over 1833. But 
at Quebec, so much depends upon the date when navigation 
opens, that very little reliance can be placed upon the compari- 
son: though the presumption certainly is, that a large increase 
has taken place there also On the 19th June last year, there 
had been 395 arrivals at Quebec, and 9,010 emigrants. The 
whole number of emigrants at Quebec in 1833 was 22,062; at 
yp lS 41,752. At Quebec in 1832, 51,422; ar New York, 
48,589.» 

It is ascertained that 740 persons and 18 vessels, were 
recently lost on their way to Quebec. 


FOREIGN NEWS. 
From Liverpool papers to the 10th May and London to the \\th. 
GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. F 

The government of England has granted a pension of £70 
per annum to the widow, and of £50 per annum to the daug)- 
ter of the late Richard Lander, the African traveller. 

The Trades’ Unions are said to be falling into disrepute, an! 
many who had enrolled themselves under them are returning 
to their ordinary labor. 

it had been atiength publicly announced that the financial 
operation of reducing the 4 per cents. would be carried into 
effect, and it is expected that it will be followed up by corres 
pondent reductions of other stocks. 

The Irish tithes: bill had passed to a second reading by 2 ™* 
jority of 196. 

The correspondent of the London True Sun, under date of 
Paris, May 7th, says—A disastrous catastrophe has occurree 
at Toulon, On firing her salve d’artilierie with the Frencli 
ships. in honor of Louis Philip’s fete, the Constellation, Ame 
ean frigate, fired with ball into the French frigate Le Suffren, 
by which unpardonable neglect one man belonging to the lat- 
ter vessel was cut in twain, two mortally, and four grievous!) 
wounded, This unfortunate mishap had excited great itt! 





tion on the part of the French sailors against the Americans.” 
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PRUSSIA. 

‘we court of Prussia has declined to receive general Goblet 
as aunbassador from Belgium, regarding him as a deserter from 
the service of the king of Holland. 

DENMARK. 

The Hamburg correspondent of the London Gazette, in a let- 
ter from Copenhagen of the 26th April, announces that the king 
of Denmark had issued an ordinance declaring that there shall 
be the most perfect equality between all the free subjects in the 
Danish colonies, so that all the distinctions between the whites 
and the men of color, are forever abolished. By the same or- 
dinance, all the men of color are henceforth to become free on 
producing proof that they have maintained an irreproachable 
conduct for three successive years, and are to enjoy the same 
civil and political rights as the white population. 

FRANCE. 

The manufacturers of France have suffered severely by the 
insurrections at Lyons. At Calais and Boulogne the net ma- 
nufactories have suffered. The goods sent to Lyons remained 
unsold, and the bills drawn in consequence have not been ac- 
cepted. The manufacturers, overloaded with goods, have ceas- 
ed to employ their men, excepting only one for each machine, 
as necessary for keeping it in order. ‘The national guards of 
Lyons have been dissolved. Incarceration was the order of the 
day there, upwards of 700 persons having been imprisoned. 
The slaughter at Lyons during the riots is said to have been 
exaggerated. ‘The actual loss is thus stated: on the part of the 
government troops kilied 55, wounded 258, (of these last only 
56 survived), on the part of the workingmen killed and wound- 
ed, from 500 to 600. It is agreed that the number of inoffensive 
persons killed and wounded exceed that of the combatants. 

Two large camps are to be formed in the environs of Lyons 
and Paris and St. Omer, one of 80,000 men. 

PORTUGAL. 

The Pedroites, it is stated, have taken Fignera, and Coimbra 
has declared for Donna Maria—that the whole of the road from 
Oporto to Lisbon was open to the Pedroites, and that Don Pe- 
dro and Miguel had formed an armistice. It is further said, 
that Don Pedro has informed the pope, that unless he withdraws 
the excommunications against himself, the queen, the ministers 
and certain adherents, that he will stop the apnuity of £40,000 
annually paid to the papal see by Portugal. 

SPAIN. 

It is affirmed that a telegraphic despatch had been received at 
Paris, stating that Don Carlos had been captured, and, by per- 
mission, had embarked for England. The government troops 
and Carlists had an encounter on the 3d May, on the road be- 
tween ‘T'ulosa and Pampeluna. A dreadful conflict is said to 
have occurred on the occasion. The insurgents were complete- 
ly defeated and routed. 

SWITZERLAND. 

The Swiss diet were to be convoked to receive the ultimatum 
ofthe Austrian government relative to political refugees, whom 
it is thought have been ordered out of Switzerland. 

TORKEY. 

Mehemet Ali had recalled the exiled Candiots and restored to 
them their sequestrated property. A conspiracy had been dis 
covered at Aleppo, and twenty persons implicated in it execut 
ed. The island of Samos was to be strictly blockaded. 

—— 9 ® © Oe 
TWENTY-THIRD CONGRESS—FIRST SESSION. 
SENATE. 

June 6. The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: 

The bill to grant to the state of Ohio, certain lands for the 
support of schools in the Western Reserve, and 

The bill to establish the northern boundary line of the state 
of Ohio. 

The remainder of the day was occupied in the consideration 
of bills of a private nature. Adjourned. : 

June 7. ‘lhe chair communicated a report from the commis 
sioners under the act to carry into effect the late treaty with 

France, which makes the following exhibit of the claims admit- 

ted, rejected and suspended in the aggregate, with the interest 

claimed on each, viz: admitted, principal 17,065,917 36, interest 

24,574,920 99—total $41,640,838 35—rejected, principal 618,258 

72, interest 1,001,579 12—total $1,619,837 84—suspended, prin- 

cipal 3,272,325 94, interest 5,301,168 02—total $8,573,493 96— 

grand total amount of claims presented, principal and interest, 

$51,834,170 15. 

The report having been read, 
Mr. Sprague rose and addressed the senate, going to show the 
improper and erroneous statements contained ina letter from 

Mr. Rives, as communicated with the treaty, to which in a great 

measure, he ascribes the non-fulfilment of the stipulations of the 

treaty by the French chamber of deputies. 


Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, 
Sprague, Swift, Tomlinson, Webster, Wilkins—24. 
_NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Grundy, Hill, 
King, of Alabama, King, of Georgia, Mangum, Moore, Morris, 
Preston, Robinson, ‘Tallmadge, ‘Tipton, White, Wright—17. 
The senate then adjourned. 
June 9. Mr. Robbins presented the resolutions from the go- 
neral assembly of the state of Rhode Island, remonstating against 
the measures of the executive in relation to the bank of the U. 
States and the finances, and praying for a restoration of the de- 
posites; which were laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 
Memorials, &c. of a similar tendency were presented by Mr. 
McKean, trom 126 citizens of Cambria county, Pennsylvania; 
and by Mr. Bibb, from a number of citizens of Warren county, 
Kentucky—read, &c. 
A memorial, sustaining the course of the administration with 
regard to the bank, was presented by Mr. Wright, from sundry 
citizens of Ontario county, New York, and by Mr. Shepley, from 
Seth Pitts, of Maine, stating that he had inadvertently signed a 
memorial in favor of the bank of the United States, and praying 
his name may be erased therefrom—the first memorial was read, 
referred, &c. and the prayer of the latter granted. 
Mr. Ewing, from the committee on the post office and post 
roads, who had been charged, by resolution of March last, with 
the task of investigating the condition and transactions of the 
department, with power to send for persons and papers, made 
a report, which was read by Mr. Ewing, occupying an hour and 
fifty-five minutes. 


The report concludes with the following resolutions: 

1. Resolved, That itis proved and admitted that large sums 
of money have been borrowed at different banks, by the post- 
master general, in order to make up the deficiency in the means 
of carrying on the business of the post office department, with- 
out authority given by any law of congress; and that, as con- 
gress alone possesses the power to borrow money on the credit 
of the United States, all such contracts for loans by the post- 
master general are illegal and void. 

2. Resolved, That several reports of the postmaster general 
contain statements which, in subsequent papers, he admits to 
be erroneous; that others, especially those of the 18th of April, 
1832, and the 3d of March, 1834, are inconsistent with each 
other; and that, therefore, reliance cannot be placed on the 
truth and accuracy of the communications made by the depart- 
ment. 

3. Resolved, That it is fully proved, that a practice prevails in 
the post office department of granting contracts on bids which 
vary from the advertisements, and of changing and altering con- 
tracts in material respects after they have been accepted, and 
that this practice prevents all fair competition among persons 
wishing to make contracts, is calculated to give undue advan- 
tage to favorites, and is in violation of law. 

4. Resolved, That it appears, that an individual who made a 
contract for the transportation of the mail, was required to give 
it up for no other reason than that it might be given to another, 
desirous of having it, and that the act of the department, in re- 
quiring such surrender and in effecting the transfer, was illegal 
and unjust. 

5. Resolved, That it appears that the proposals for carrying 
the mail on the route from Chicago to Green Bay, was withheld 
from advertisement; that the contract therefor was given in 
another name, but really and truly to one of the clerks in the 
departinent; that the compensation proposed in the bid was 
raised without any increase of service; and that the transaction 
is a direct breach of law. 

6. Resolved, That extra allowances have been granted to con- 
tractors without any increase of duty or service on their part, 
and that in other cases extra allowances have been made which 
are unreasonable, extravagant, and out of all proportion with 
the increase of service. 

7. Resolved, That the postmaster general has established 
steamboat lines, for the transportation of the mail, by private 
contract, at an enormous expense, and without authority of law. 
8. Resolved, That the public credit has been pledged for the 
benefit of individual contractors, and that contractors have been 
solicited and induced to aid, with their personal credit, the bu- 
siness of the department; and that all such transactions are un- 
justifiable and improper. 

9. Resolved, That it does appear that mail lines have been 
established to run more frequently than once a day, at a very 
heavy expense, wheré no adequate public object required such 
provision. 

10. Resolved, That pecuniary transactions of a very irregular 
nature are proved to have taken place between the contractors 
and some of the chief officers of the post office department. 

ll. Resolved, That the post office department is now deeply 
in debt; its affairs in disorder; its accounts and reports irregular 





Mr. Sprague having concluded, the report was ordered to be | and unsatisfactory; that it is justly the subject of public com- 


printed. 
The bill to increase and regulate the pay of surgeons and as- 


plaint, and demands a radical reform. 
12. Resolved, That the incidental expenses and secret service 


sistant surgeons of the army, was read a third time and passed. | money of the department has increased, is increasing, and ought 
Several bills of a private or local character being considered | to be diminished. 


and acted on, 


13. Resolved, That it does appear that an agreement was en- 


The senate proceeded to the consideration of the bill to pro- | tered into between two companies of mail contractors, the ex- 





vide for the settlement of the claims of states for interest on 
their advances to the United States, during the late war, and 
after debate ordered it to a third reading by the following vote: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Fre- 


press object of which was to put down competition in the trans- 
portation of passengers in theirrespective mail routes; that said 
agreement was drawn by an officer of the departinent, and en- 
tered into at hia pressing instance, and that it was sanctioned 





linghuysen, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Naudain, 


by the postmaster general; and that such agreement, 80 sanc- 
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tioned, is an interference with the honest pursuits of the free 
citizens of these United States; that it tends to establish an 
odious and oppressive monopoly, and is an unjust invasion of 
private rights. 

14. Resolved, That it does appear that mail contractors have 
received large extra allowances, and have, about the time of 
receiving such allowances, become the proprietors or contract- 
ors Of WeWspaper presses, Of a partisan character. It also ap- 
pears, that a uewspaper editor, in the state of New Hampshire, 
48 @ Contractog for Carrying the mail on numerous routes, ‘*with 
paper privilege,” and that every such act or artifice, tending to 
unite the press with the post office departinent, is a dangerous 
abuse and ought to be corrected. 

The report having been read, 

Mr. Grundy said he held in his hands a paper containing the 
views of the minority of the committee, consisting of himself 
and the senator from L[ilinois, which he asked might be received 
and read to the senate. The paper, lie said, though treating on 
precisely the same subjects as those in the report just read, yet 
differed from it in some very material respects; and he believed 
that every senator would be better able to understand the whole 
subject by reading both documents together, than either of them 
separately. 

‘he reportof the minority being received and read, after some 
remarks from Messrs. Ewing, Grundy, Forsyth and Porter. the 
reports were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Southard said that those reports represented matter of 
unusual interest to the public. ‘They exhibited, perhaps, more 
misconduct and maladministration than was ever known to ex- 
ist in any department of any government. ‘They shewed the 
insolvency of the departwwent of the post office, to the amount of 
more than $800,000, which was, of itself, enough to show the 
necesxity of circulating them as widely as possible. He was 
perfectly aware that the minority committee did not go to that 
extent; but it struck him as a singular circumstance, that that 
minority should have discovered an insolvency to the amount 
Of something less than $300,000, when the head of that depart- 
ment should have asked for the sam of $450,000, saying that he 
could not get along without it. But that fact alone, with ethers 
which were exhibited, were of such a character, that he felt 
desirous there should be a large number of extra copies printed. 
He would therefore move that 15,000 extra copies of the reports 
and documents should be printed. 

Mr. Forsyth objected on the ground of the expense. 

Mr. Mangum moved the printing of 30,000 copies. 

Mr. Southurd accepted the modification. 

After some conversation between Messrs. Forsyth, Wright, 
Chambers, Suift, Grundy and Ewing— 

On moron of Mr. Swift, the further consideration of the sub- 
ject was poscpoved until to-morrow. 

The resolution from the other house fixing on the 30th of 
June, inst. for the adjournment of congress. was then concur- 


L. 
rei Clay alluded to the order, adopted some time since, for 
the making out the number of the signatures to the memorials 
on the subject of the public distress, and moved the adoption of 
an order continuing the list to the present time, which was 
adopted. 

Alter some reports on memorials of a private character, 

The chair then called the next special order relating to the 
French claims, when, on motion of Mr. Chambers, the senate 
adjourned. 

June 10. Memorials, proceedings of meetings, &c. remon- 
strating against the removal of the deposites, and praying their 
restoration to the bank of the United States, were presented by 
Mr. Southard, from Hunterdon county, New Jersey; by Mr. 


Webster, from citizens of the borough of Mercer, Pa.; which | 


were read, referred, &c. 

Mr. Silsbee reported a bill to enlarge the port of entry of Phi- 
ladelphia, which was read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. Tipton asked and obtained leave for the committee on 
military affairs to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the memorials of the officers of the late war, praying dona- 
tions of lands. 

Mr. Webster asked and obtained leave for the committee on 
finance to be discharged from the further consideration of the 
resolution inquiring into the propriety of allowing per diem and 
mileage to E. R. Potter, while contesting the seat of senator 
from Rhode Island; whereupon, 

Mr. Wright submitted a resolution authorising the allowance 
in question, as to the time which Mr. Potter expended in at- 
tendance, &c. 

Mr. Chambers reported a bill appropriating $15,000, annually, 
to the corporations of the District, to enable them to extinguish 
so much of the interest annually accruing on their existing debt 
—read, &c. 

Mr. Robbins reported a joint resolution to provide for the pro- 
curing an equestrian bronze statue of Washington, to be placed 
at the eastern front of the capitol. 

The proposition to print 30,000 extra copies of the post office 
reports, Was taken up and debated; but before any vote was 
taken, on motion of Mr. Preston, the senate adjourned. 

June ll: Mr. McKean presented the proceedings of an un- 
usually large meeting of the citizens of Crawford county, Pa. 
condemning the action of the executive against the bank, re 
probating the protest, the renominations of the government di- 
rectors, the withholding nominations, and the refusal, by the 
executive, to receive committees of meetings of the people; and 








Se ~ ete 


Mr. Preston presented proceedings of a similar character from 
a meeting of citizens of Chester district, South Carolina; whic), 
proceedings were respectively read, &c. 

On motion of Mr. Bibb, the senate took up the joint resoln- 
tions reported by the select committee, on the subject of amend. 
ing the constitution in reference to the election of president and 
vice president. 

Mr. Leigh moved to lay the resolutions on the table, which 
motion, after remarks by Messrs. Leigh, Benton, Bibb and Tyler 
prevailed. : 

The senate again proceeded to consider the proposition to 
print 30,000 copies of the reports on the post office, which, after 
debate, was decided in the affirmative, yeas 26, nays 14. The 
senate then adjourned. 

June 12. Memorials, proceedings, &c. remonstrating against 
the removal of the deposites, &c. were presented, by Mr. Tom- 
linson, from the town of Lyme, Connecticut; by Mr. Webster, 
from 937 citizens and electors of Tompkins county, New York; 
which were read, referred, &e. 

Mr. Southard reported a bili to regulate steamboats navigat- 
ing Our waters; which was read and ordered to a second read- 
ing. 

Mr. Webster reported the general appropriation bill from the 
other house, with amendments and accompanying documents, 
which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Chambers reported a bill granting $70,000 annually, for 
three years, to be expended under the direction of the eorpora- 
tion of the city of Washington, towards the extinguishment of 
the interest On its public debt; which was read and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. Wilkins introduced a joint resolution providing for the 
purchase of a certain number of copies of Elliott’s Diplomatic 
Code—read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. Clay submitted a resolution calling for information as to 
the total quantity of certificates of scrip issued to certain offi- 
cers and soldiers of the revolution, &c. 

The resolution providing for the meeting of the senate at Ll 
o’clock, A. M. was considered and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Wilkins the senute then went into execu- 
tive business, and after remaining for some hours with closed 
doors, adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Friday, June6. Mr. Polk reported the bill, from the senate, 
| With an amendment, supplementary to an act to alterand amend 
the several acts imposing duties on imports—also the bill mak- 
ing additional appropriations tor the armory at Harper’s Perry, 
for the year 1834—which bills were read and committed. 

The bill making appropriations for the construction of certain 
roads in Michigan, was taken up, and debated until the house 
passed to the orders of the day, being the bills relating to the 
District of Columbia, in the consideration of which the remain- 
der of the day was consumed. The house adjourned. 

Saturday, June 7. Mr. J. Q. Adams remarked that he be- 
lieved the time had come, for which he had been waiting near- 
ly two months, when the resolution, formerly submitted by 
him, calling for information as to the state banks, was the next 
in order to be considered. 

The speaker having ascertained that it was so; 

Mr. dams said he would modify the resolution to read as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the secretary of the treasury be directed to 
lay before this house the names of the presidents, cashiers, di- 
rectors, stockholders, lawyers and solicitors of all the banks 
selected by him as depositories of the public moneys in the 
place of the bank of the United States and its branches; toge- 
ther with the amount of stock in said banks held by each stock- 
holder, and the amount of debt due by each president, cashier 
and director, of each of the banks to the said bank, at the time 
when it was selected as a depository, and at \his time. 

The question being on the adoption of the resolution; ; 

Mr. Cambreleng said that as he did not consider information 
as to the private debts of the individuals named in the resolu- 
tion to be at all necessary for the house to have, he would sug- 
gest to the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, to further 
modify his resolution, so as to require only the aggregate 
amount of debt due by the presidents, directors, &c. of these 
institutions. He was certain the gentleman’s motive in calling 
for the information was of a public nature. 

Mr. J. Q. Adams said the information which the gentleman 
from New York had stated, was not what he, Mr. A. wanted; 
the aggregate amounts would not furnish the information which 
he had called for. His object in asking it was of a public na- 
ture, and was not for the gratification of any personal feeling. 
He required it because he believed it would be vitally interest- 


stock that had been, as well as the amount which was at pre- 
sent, held by the president and directors of the deposite banks. 
He would further add, that the information as proposed by his 
resolution was essential to ascertain the safety of those state 
banks for the object for which they were recently selected. It 
was essential to ascertain their character and credit. This was 
the mere necessary as it was known that state banks were g0- 
verned by individuals baving apparently large interests in 
them, who had in fact little or no interest at all in them. Their 
interest existing only in stock notes on which not a dollar in re- 
alitv had been paid. 





Mr. Stewart moved to strike out “tawyers and solicitors.” 
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Mr. Polk moved the following as an amendment: 

‘The secretary also communicate to this house the amount 
of debts due by the president, cashier and directors of the bank 
of the United States to said bank at this time, or at any time 
within one year last past, and also the names of the lawyers 
and solicitors of the bank of the United States and branches, 
and the amount of debt due by each, to said bank, at this time, 
or at any time within one year last past.’ 

Mr. Polk doubted the power of the secretary of the treasury 
to procure the information from the state banks. It had been 
said there were no legal means by which he could compel them 
to give it; it could not be obtained unless voluntarily given. 

Mr. Stewart inquired if it was possible for the secretary of the 
treasury to COInmUnicate the information called for. 

Mr. Coulter advocated Mr. Adams’ resolution at length. He 
had no doubt that the honorable member from Massachusetts 
was actuated solely by objects of public consideration worthy 
of himself, of the house, and of the nation. He would not in- 
quire whether the secretary of the treasury had the power to 
cause the information to be given; for if tie had it not, he ought 
to have had it, as it was by his own act the public treasure had 
been placed in these institutions, and congress should hold him 
accountable for the funds so put by him into these state banks. 

The question having been put on the amendment moved by 
Mr. Stewart to strike out the words “lawyers and solicitors,”’ 
it was negatived. Thereupon, Mr. Polk submitted his amend- 
ment calling for information from the bank of the U. States. 

Mr. John Q. Adams would be willing to receive the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, if he would moaily it 
so as to make it only coextensive with the call for information 
for inquiry into the state banks. He not only proposed to ex- 
tend it to the lawyers and solicitors, but he desired also to 
know the proportion of private debts due by them respectively. 
This was more than he contemplated; it was entering upon 
grounds of a questionable nature as to the right of the house to 
make the call. 

Mr. Beaty proposed, if in order, to amend the amendment of 
the boon member from Tennessee, by inserting the following 
words: 

Be it further resolved, That the secretary of the treasury also 
inform the house of representatives, whether the president of 
the United States, heads of departinents and treasurer, have 
been in the habit of keeping their private accounts in the branch 
bank of the United States, in the city of Washington, and at 
what time did they, or either of them, cease to keep their ac- 
counts in said branch bank.’ 

Mr. Selden suggested some verbal amendments to Mr. 
‘dams’ resolution, which were accepted by the latter. 

The debate was continued by Mr. Polk until arrested by the 
orders of the day, being the bills in relation to the District of 
Columbia; aud 

The house, in committee of the whole, severally took up the 
following bills: 

The bill fur the benefit of the city of Washington. 

The bill for the benefit of the city of Alexandria. 

The bill to prohibit the District banks from issuing notes of a 
less denomination than ten dollars. 

The supplement to the act incorporating the Chesapeake and 
Ohio canal company. 

‘The bill relative to a lateral rail road to Baltimore; which 
bills, after being gone through with, were severally reported to 
the house. 

The bill for constructing a bridge across the Potomac, and 

The bill making appropriations for the public buildings, were 
severally taken up, and after being considered and amended, 
Were reported to the house; and then the house adjourned. 


Monday, June 9. The hon. Mr. Steele, representative elect 
from Maryland, in place of the hon. Mr. Dennis, deceased, ap- 
peared, was qualified, and took bis seat. 

Mr. Miller, of Pa. asked the unanimous consent of the house 
to take up and dispose of the resolution of Mr. J. Q. Adams, re- 
quiring information with respect to the state deposite banks— 
Objections being made, 

_The house took up the memorial from the inhabitants of 
York county, Pa. denouncing the recent executive measures 
against the bank of the United States, &c. and 

Mr. Barnitz resumed and concluded his remarks in support 
of the views of the memorialists. 

lhe memorial was ordered to be laid on the table. 

_Mr. Polk moved that the house now take up the appropria- 
— bills, and asked the unanimous consent of the house to do 

0, 
rue ctions being made, Mr. Polk moved a suspension of the 

e. 

Mr. Wise reminded the gentleman from Tennessee that the 
memorial from Gloucester county, which he had presented, and 
upon which he had moved certain resolutions, had been lying 
Over some weeks, he, therefore, hoped Mr. P. would withdraw 
his motion to suspend. 

Mr. Polk declined, and left it to the house to decide whether 
they preferred to have an exploded subject revived. 

After further remarks by Messrs. Wise, Polk, Burges, Ward- 
welland Beardsley, the question was taken on the motion to 
Suspend the rule, and decided in the negative, yeas 112, nays 

» there not being two-thirds in its favor. 

r. Miller then renewed his motion to take up Mr. Adams’ 
resolution, and objection being made, he moved a suspension of 
the rule; whieh motion 














The speaker declared to be out of order; and 

Thereupon, the house proceeded to the consideration of the 
memorial from the inhabitants of Gloucester county, Va. toge- 
ther with the resolutions moved by Mr. Wise some weeks since. 

Mr. Wise entered at length into an argumentative speech in 
support of the resolutions. 

Mr. Peyton replied, and concluded by moving the resolutions 
he had offered when Mr. Wise’s resolutions were first present- 
ed, as a substitute therefor, 

Mr. Miller moved to lay the memorial and both sets of reso- 
lutions on the table; and the resolutions and amendment were 
then read at the clerk’s table; when 

Mr. Fillmore inquired whether the question was divisible? 

The chair decided that it was not. 

The yeas and nays were then called and stood as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Adams, Wm. Allen, Anthony, Beale, 
Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Blair, Bockee, Bodle, Bouldin, 
Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Cha- 
ney, Chinn, 8S. Clark, Clay, Coffee, Cramer, Day, Dickerson, 
Dickinson, Dunlap, Forrester, Wm. K. Fuller, Fulton. Gal- 
braith, Gillet, Gilmer, Joseph Hall, Halsey, Ramer, Hannegan, 
Joseph M. Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Henderson, 
Howell, Hubbard, Abel Huntington, Inge, Jarvis, Cave John- 
son, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, La- 
porte, Luke Lea, Thos. Lee, Leavitt, Loyall, Lyon, Lytle, Abi- 
jah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Mardis, John Y. Mason, Moses Ma- 
son, McIntire, McKay, McKim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, 
Miller, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Muhlenberg, Murphy, 
Osgood, Page, Parks, Parker, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, F. 
Pierce, Pierson, Polk, Pope, Schley, Smith, Speight, Standifer, 
Stoddert, Sutherland, Wim. Taylor, Francis Thomas, Thomson, 
Turril, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell), 
Webster, Whalon, C. P. White—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. J. Q. Adams, Heman Allen, John J. Allen, 
Archer, Ashley, Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Barringer, Baylies, 
Beaty, James M. Bell, Binney, Briggs, Bull, Burges, Cage, 
Chambers, Chilton, Choate, William Clark, Clayton, Clowney, 
Corwin, Coulter, Darlington, W. R. Davis, Davenport, Deberry, 
Deming, Denny, Dickson, Duncan, Evans, Edward Everett, 
Horace Everett, Ewing, Felder, Fillmore, Foster, Philo C. Ful- 
ler, Gamble, Garland, Gholson, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hi- 
land Hall, Hard, Hardin, James Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, 
Jabez W. Huntington, Jackson, William Cost Johnson, King, 
Lay, Lewis, Lincoln, Martindale, Marshall, MeCarty, McCo- 
mas, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Moore, Peyton, Pinckney, 
Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, Selden, Augustus H. Shepperd, 
Wim. Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Steele, Win. P. Taylor, Phile- 
mon Thomas, Tompkins, Turner, Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, 
Watmough, E. D. White, F. Wiittlesey, Elisha Whittlesey, 
Wilde, Williams, Wilson, Wise, Young—97. 

On motion of Mr. C. P. White, the house then adjourned. 

Tuesday, June 10. After various reports, &c. on private 
claims, Mr. C. P. White reported, without amendment, the bill 
from the senate for the better organization of the U.S. marine 
ecorps—committed. 

Mr. C. P. White also reported a bill authorising the construc- 
tion of three steam batteries, 

Mr. Parker reported a bill to provide rations for the navy~ 
which bills were twice read and committed. 

Mr. Polk made an unfavorable report upon the bill, from the 
senate, for the benefit of the Roman Catholic church of St. 
Louis. 

Mr. Mercer submitted a resolution providing for the arrest 
of debate. 

On motion of Mr. R. M. Johnson, the bill further to extend 
the time for the purpose of enabling revolutionary soldiers to 
locate military land warrants, was taken up, amended and or- 
dered to a third reading. ‘ 

The house then proceeded to the consideration of the Kentuo- 
ky contested election. A large portion of the remainder of the 
day was taken up in motions relative to the admission or rejec- 
tion of individual votes, and these chiefly with respect to Mr. 
Letcher’s poll. : 

In the debates which followed these several motions, many 
gentlemen warmly participated. _ , 

Finally, Mr. Lytle, of Ohio, (having previously made the same 
motion without its being seconded by a majority), again moved 
the previous question; which was seconded by the following 
vote: ayes 105, noes 96. 

Mr. Marshall moved a call of the house, and asked the yeas 
and nays upon that motion. They were taken and stood as fol- 
lows: yeas 119, nays 85. 

The house being called, 216 members answered to their 
names; when on motion of Mr. Mann, of N. Y. the call was 
suspended: yeas 129, nays 85. : 

The previous question was then stated, viz: shall the main 
question now be put? ‘ 

Mr. Adams inquired as to the effect of the vote, viz: whether 
it would not deprive Mr. Letcher of the benefit of an application 
of the same principles to the poll of Mr. Moore, which had this 
day been applied to Mr. Letcher’s poll? ms 

The speaker replied that, according to his own opinion, if the 
question should be decided in one way, it would; and, if in the 
other, it would not; but this was not strictly @ question of 
order. . 

Mr. Adams was repeatedly called to order; but, having ob- 
tained the reply of the speaker, said he was now satisfied. 




























































































2 zo ae, 














—_ 





264 NILES’ REGISTER—JUNE 14, 1884—REMARKS OF MR. CLAYTON. 








Mr. Hardin moved that the house adjourn, and demanded the 
yeas and nays on the motion. They were taken, and resulted 
as follows: yeas 59, nays 152. 

After various other proceedings on points of order, &c., 

The previous question was then put, and decided as follows, 
yeas 108, nays 1)2. 

So the house decided that the main question be not now put; 
the effect of which is, to put aside the whole question to 
another day. 

And then the house at 9 o’clock, P M. adjourned. 


Wednesday, June \1l. Mr. Gillet reported a bill to provide for 
the seizure and sale of property brought into the United States 
in violation of the revenue laws—twice read and committed. 

The joint resolution providing for the distribution of the fifth 
census was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. Hannegan submitted a resolution inquiring into the pro- 
priety of granting certain sections of land to the state of Indi- 
ana, to aid that state in the construction of a rail road. 

The resolution calling for information relative to the iongi- 
tude and latitude of several places in the vicinity of the north- 
ern boundary of the states of Olio, Indiana and Illinois, was 
taken up and agreed to. 

The house then again proceeded to the consideration of the 
Kentucky contested election. 

Mr. McKay moved a resolution to commit the report of the 
committee of elections to a committee of the whole, with in 
structions to bring in a report declaring the election void, and 
referring it back to the people of the district. 

Which motion, at the suggestion of the chair, was modified 
£0 as commit the whole subject. 

After an animated debate of great length, the motion of Mr. 
Mc Kay prevailed by a vote of yeas 113, nays 109, 

After an unsuccessful motion by Mr. McKay, that the house 
resolve itself into a committee of the whole to consider the re- 
solution, the house adjourned. 


Thursday, June 12. Various reports, &c. on private cases, 
being attended to, 

The house, in committee of the whole, took up the case of 
the Kentucky contested election. 

Mr. McKay then moved the following resolutions: 

Resolved, ‘hat neither Thomas P. Moore or Robert P. Letch- 
er be permitted to take a seatin this house as the representa- 
tive for the Sth congressional district of the state of Kentucky, 
and that said seat is now vacant. 

Resolved, That the speaker of this house do notify the gover- 
nor of Kentucky that said seat is vacant. 

Mr. Wilde objected to the phraseology of this resolution. 

Mr. Me Kay maintained that it,was substantially in conformity 
to the instructions of the house, 

Mr. Sutherland proposed the following, so as to be strictly in 
Lhe terms of the original instructions: 

Resolwed, That there be a new election for a member of this 
house from the 5th congressional district in Kentucky—it being 
impracticable for this house to determine with any certainty, 
who is the rightful representative of said district. 

Mr, McKay then withdrew the resolutions proposed by him. 

The resolution proposed by Mr. Sutherland was then agreed 
to; and thereupon the committee rose, and reported the same to 
the house for their concurrence. 

Mr. Clayton, of Geo. with a view that a true statement of the 
polls as canvassed by the house should go to the electors of the 
district, prepared a preamble to the resolution, in which he 
shewed, after making all the additions and subtractions as or- 
dered by the decisions of the house, that Mr. Letcher had a ma- 
jority of 11 legal votes over Mr. Moore. 

The speaker intimated that the proposition could only be re- 
ceived as a substitute for the resolution reported, 

Me. Mardis objected to it altogether. 

On the suggestion of Mr. Wilde, Mr. Clayton substituted the 
following— 

Resolved, That Robert P. Letcher is entitled to a seat.in this 
house, as a representative from the 5th congressional district of 
Kentucky. 

Which, after debate, was negatived: yeas 112, nays 114. 

The question then being on concurring with the report of 
the committee of the whole, which declares neither entitled to 
a seat, sending the election back, &c. 

Mr. Clayton renewed his original amendment, as a pream- 
ble to the report. 

This ted toan angry debate of considerable length; and the 

roposition of Mr. C. was, finally, rejected, yeas 72, nays 137. 
Vhereupon, the original resolution as reported by the commit- 


tee of the whole, was then adopted, yeas 114, nays 103, 
The house adjourned. 


MR. SPEAKER BELL’S ADDRESS, 
On taking the chair of the house. 
Gentlemen of the house of representatives: 

With the greatest sincerity I declare to you, that, although I 
am duly and gratefully impressed by this mark of the partiality 
and confidence of the house, and am by no means insensible to 
the distinction intended to be conferred upon me, yet [ am not 
without some distrust of the wisdom of my course in accepting 
the station which your choice has assigned me. Without the 
slightest experience in the chair, it may be justly apprehended 
that your selection of a presiding officer has been but too much 
influenced by persona) kindness and friendship; and I shall be 
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quite happy if the public interests shall suffer no detriment 
through a defective administration of the duties of the chair, 
In ordinary times, and under ordinary circumstances, | could 
flatter myself that, by. diligent application, I might be able, in a 
short time, to supply the want of experience; and to justify, in 
some degree, the confidence indicated by the house. That 
more than usual embarrassments must be encountered, at this 
moment, by any incumbent of the chair, will be admitted by 
all. The impatience, not to say irritation—the natural result 
of a protracted session—the excitement growing out of those 
sharp conflicts of opinion, upon questions of public policy; con- 
flicts exasperated and embittered, at the present moment, in an 
extraordinary degree; all present themselves to increase the diffi- 
culties and call forth the exertions of a new and unpractised 
incumbent of the chair; and I feel, gentlemen, that whatever 
exertions may be made on my part, must be vain without your 
forbearance; nay, that they must fail altogether, without your 
cordial support and co-eperation. When I reflect how great 
are the interests connected with this house; its character and 
action—interests, not of a day or of a party, but of al} time; of 
posterity; and of all the parties which are, or ever will be, ar- 
rayed against each other; and when L further reflect how much 
the character and action of this house depends upon a skilful, 
firm and impartial administration of the duties of the chair, | 
confess I feel the deepest solicitude. 

It is not so generally understood, I regret to believe, as it 
should be, in how great a degree, the measures of a legislative 
assembly are modified and influenced by the manner of its de- 
liberation. All will concede that, if it shall ever happen that 
this body shall fall into disrepute, and fail to command the re- 
spect and confidence of the people, our institutions will be in 
the greatest peril. Not only the character of this house, the 
wisdom aud efficiency of its action, but the existence of our 
admirable frame of polity itself, may be said to depend, in some 
degree, upon the order and dignity of the deliberations of this 
house. 

While, then, I intreat the indalgence of the house to my own 
defects, | earnestly invoke the assistance of every member of 
it, in endeavoring to maintain and preserve, so far as depends 
upon the proeeedings of this body, those great and primary in- 
terests of constitutional government and freedom, in support of 
Which, f ani sure, whatever difference of opinion there may be 
upon points of construction, of policy or administration, there 
is not a heart here, nor an American heart any where, that does 
not beat high. 

8 8 Otee— 
REMARKS OF MR. CLAYTON, OF DELAWARE, 
On presenting the Cherokee memorial to the senate. 

Mr. Clayton presented a memorial of the Cherokee nation, 
signed by their principal chief and other delegates, complaining 
that, notwithstanding the faith of treaties, the obligations of the 
laws, and the solemn decision of the supreme court of the United 
States in their favor, the president of the United State had not 
only refused to protect them against the oppressions of the state 
of Georgia, but is exerting his power on the side of their oppres- 
sore, and co operating with them in the work of destruction. 
They represent that, under these laws and treaties, in times 
past, they were protected by the executive power of the United 
States; that, happy under the parental guardianship of this go- 
vernment, they applied themseives assiduously and successfully 
to learn the lessons of civilization and peace, which, in the pro- 
secution of a humane and Christian policy, the United States 
caused to be taught to them; that while protection was extend- 
to them against cupidity, they could, with pride and satisfac- 
tion, and with grateful hearts to their instructors, point us to 
the houses they had built, the improvements they had made, 
the fields they were cultivating, and shew, by their domestic es- 
tablishments, how, from wandering in the forests, many of 
them had become the heads of families, with fixed habitations, 
each the centre of a domestic circle, like that which forms the 
happiness of civilized man. ‘They say that human knowledge 
and letters had been introduced amongst them, and that the 
highest of all Knowledge had come to bless them, teaching them 
to know and to worship the Cliristian’s God, bowing down to 
Him at the same seasons, and in the same spirit, with the mil- 
lions of his creatures who inhabit Christendom, and with them 
embracing the hopes and promises of the gospel. But now they 
represent that each of these blessings has been made to them 
an instrument of the keenest torture; that cupidity has fastened 
its eye upon their lands and their homes, and is seeking, by 
force and by every variety of oppression and wrong, to expel 
them from their firesides, and to tear them from all that has be- 
come endeared tothem. They say, that, to give a detail! of their 
sufferings, would make a history. 

The memorial further complains that the annuities secured 
by treaty for the Cherokees, has been virtually withheld, in con- 
sequence of the executive construction of the laws, and it asks 
of congress redress for this grievance, by directing that those 
annuities shall be paid according to the provision of the treaty 
and the expressed wishes of the Cherokee people. On this sub- 
jeet, said Mr. C. I forbear all comment at this time. My busi- 
ness with it now is to cause the proper disposition to be made 
of the paper. It is accompanied by numerous documents, 
shewing the whole correspondence of these delegates of this 
dependent people, now seeking our protection, with the chief 
executive and the department of war. I move that it be print- 


ed, and referred to the committee on Indian affairs. 
The motion was agreed to, 
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REMARKS OF MR. NAUDAIN 


Upon the motion to print and refer the proceedings of the ** Jack- 
son republican delegates, of New Castle county,” presented to 
the senate, on Wednesday last, by the vice president. 

Mr. Naudain said, that the citizens of New Castle county, 
speaking for then selves, by their memorial signed by a majority 
of all the legal voters of that county, appeared a few weeks 
since before the senate, declaring their opinion that the distress 
which pervaded the country, and which seemed to be still in- 
creasing, Was occasioned by the removal of the public deposites 
from the bank of the United States; that, to effect this removal, 
the president had violated the laws and disregarded the consti- 
tution of the country; and praying congress to cause the de- 
posites to be restored, and the bank to be rechartered, as, in 
their opinion, the only effectual means of relief. 

Now, sir, said Mr. N. we have the proceedings of a meeting 
of delegates appointed by primary assemblies of the people, in 
the several hundreds of that county; presented to the senate 
wrough its presiding officer; setting forth, as they say, ‘the 
views and opinions of the democracy of New Castle county,” 
and approving of all the acts of the executive. Before I pro- 
ceed to notice the resolutions themselves, | will say a word or 
two about the manner in which this same meeting of delegates 
was got up. 


First, sir,a paper was circulated for signature, purporting to 
be a call for all those approving the conduct of the president, 
to meet in general county meeting, and express their views 
and sentiments. But when this paper was passed round, so 
many of the former supporters of the president refused to sign 
it, that it became obvious such a meeting must be an entire 
failure, and expose their impotent attempt to scorn and dert- 
sion. The plan of operations was then changed. Circulars 
were sent round to the faithful, in the respective hundreds, to 
ealla meeting in cach hundred, and send five delegates from 
each to a county convention, to express their opinions about the 
present state of the affairs of the country. 


The Jackson party, sir, have hitherto poHed something up- 
wards of 1,600 votes in that county. But with all this effort 
to parade and organize their force, these primary meetings 
were miserable failures. In the two southern hundreds of the 
county, containing about 600 voters, and where the strength 
of parties wus nearly equal, but 25 persons attended these 
ealls, as [I have been informed by most respectable authority. 
And evenin the city of Wilmington, with all the advantage of 
a night meeting and drumming up for their forces, they could 
bring but about forty or fifty to rally round their standard. And 
these delegates, thus appointed by a handful of the people 
of the county; nearly, if not quite one-half of them too, old, 
thorough, uncompromising, proscriptive federalists, have un- 
dertaken to express ‘the views and opinions of the democracy 
of New Castle county.”’ 


Sir, if they had professed to express, what their proceedings 
do express, the sentiments of the Jacksonism of the county, I 
should net have thought it my duty to trespass upon the time 
and patience of the scnate, in endeavoring to expose the pre- 
tences by which they are attempting to practise upon their fel- 
low citizens. 

Mr. President, I have been a citizen of New Castle county 
more than firtteen years. I was brought up in the school of 
democracy. I have been honored with the confidence and sup- 
port of that pertion of my feilow citizens, in days that are past, 
when the old party lines were strongly drawn. IL was thrice 
nominated by the democratic state convention for a seat in 
the other house of Congress, and received the support of that 
party in opposition to that distinguished federalis!, the present 
secretary of state, whose brother IL see is now among the chosen 
organs of the *“‘democracy of New Castle county.”’ 

Sir, it is well known that political contests in the siate, which 
Thave the honor, in part, to represent on this floor. were al- 
ways fought on the old distinctions of democracy and federal. 
iam, untiithe year 1827. Then the spirit of Jacksonism swept 
ower our little state and overturned our old party divisions; and 
our citizens, as they have done every where else, ranged them. 
eelves under new banners. And now, sir, after they have pull- 
ed down the good old democratic flag, torn it in pieces, and 
scattered its fragments to every wind—after associating thein- 
selves with the most uncompromising federalists within the 
slate—with one half of (his very meeting, made up of the bit- 
terest of the opponents of democracy—men who had spent 
their political lives in reviling it, and fhe great founder of the 
party, Mr. Jefferson; with men among them, too, who not long 
since declared that‘‘if they thought they had one drop of de- 
mocratic blood in their veins, they would have it out at tie risk 
of life’—such men, Mr. President, so elected, and so constitn- 
ed, are talking about “‘the views and opinions of the democracy 
of New Castle county!!!”’ 

What do such men know of democracy? They have always re- 
presented democracy as the opinions of disorganizers and jaco 
bines; as a political heresy, most dangerous to the stability 
of the government and the liberties of the people. Some of 
these were the black cockade men of °99, the advocates of 
alien and sedition laws, and all the other abuses of power which 
tlirust the old federal party from office. These have always 


been high prerogative men; upholders of the executive in ail | states; and Mr. Cass is the son of maj. Cass, who superintended 


A<sumptions of power; stern opposers of all return of abuses in 
the government: and yet, sir, these men pretend to talk about 
ibe views aud opinions of democracy!” 
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[After some other remarks, which do not seem necessary “a 
our present purposes, Mr. Naudain concluded as follows:) 

I again repeat, sir, thatif this meeting had professed merely 
to represent the views and opinions of the Jackson party of 
New Castle, I should not have wespassed pon the time of the 
senate. But when such men have professed to represent the 
views and opinions of the good old democracy of New Castle, I 
felt thatthe duty | owed to that party with whom it was al- 
ways my pride and pleasure to act, compelled me to break 
that silence [have hitherto imposed upon myself since 1 have 
liad the liouor to be a imeimber of this body. 


Remarks by the editor. 

Any statement made by Mr. Maudain needs not m 
endorsement; but as my much valued friend alludes to, 
or speaks of, things with which 1 am well acquainted, 
an opportunity is presented to make a few remarks on 
the use of the old terms **democrats” and ‘ ‘federalists’ — 
the former being applied by the friends of the adminis- 
tration to themselves, and the latter to their political op- 
ponents. 

In early life, soon in 1797, when I [the editor of the 
ReeisTER] was less than 20 years old, to 1805, when I re- 
moved to Baltimore, it was my fortune to have had much 
to do in the polities of Delaware, and to hold a personal 
acquaintance with nearly every prominent ‘‘demoerat” 
in that state. ‘The present senator JVaudain was then 
rather young to enter the arena—but several of his fa- 
mily were among the most faithful and zealous disciples 
of what is now called the ‘‘school of 98,’ whose foot- 
steps I know that he followed from the time when he 
reached his majority to the year 1827, or until new or- 
ganizations of parties took place in Delaware, and the 
old democrats and old federalists—divided amongst theme 
selves, were mixed together, without reference to former 
opinions. 

I neither claima particular merit for having belonged to 
the **school”’ just named—nor will admit it as a demerit 
in others who resisted the doctrines taught in it—for expe 
rience, aided by reflection, has long since convinced me, 
that great mistakes were committed on both sides—and 
that the principle which influenced the great body of 
either party was patriotic, and not so discordant as the 
leading men of both induced their respective parties to 
believe—that the people might be kept separated: which, 
perhaps, is well in many cases, as being auxiliary toa 
wise and just administration of their affairs, *‘vigilance 
being the condition on which liberty is granted.” But 
the old party names were kept up in Delaware, and in 
Maryland, long after they had ceased to have a distine- 
tive meaning, unless as to what men HAD BEEN. 

‘The present use of the old terms, by the friends of the 
present administration, however, is well caleulated to 
make me smile, Inthe hats of the present secretaries 
of state, treasury and war,* I am nearly certain that I 
have many times seen the ‘black cockade” of old “fed. 
eralism,”’ though one of them, at the time of wearing it, 
had hardly arrived at manhood; and have long since un- 
derstood that the head of another of the great departments, 
at Washington, also wore the said party emblem. And, 
to call these distinguished gentlemen ‘‘democrats,” and 
such men as Henry Clay, Samuel LL. Southard, Samuel 


| Bell and Arnold Nundain, aud ether senators, “fed. 


eralists,” is the ‘‘eap-sheat” of political injustice or po- 
litical folly. And in Pennsylvania, that great “demo- 
cratic” state, Mr. JWi/kins, one of her senators, and Mr. 
Buchanan, late minister to Russia, though decided and 
leading federalists, when federalism meant something, 
are rewarded ‘*democrats”—while such staunch old de« 
mocrats as Jonathan Roberts and Abner Lacock, formerly 
senators from that state, are proseribed *‘federalists.” T 
might easily run over, an hundred cases of the same 
kind, but the labor would be altogether useless. I shall 
return to Delaware, and state a cireumstance, once men- 
tioned before, which may throw some light on Mr. Vane 
dain’s remarks. 

I was the junior member of the first regular demoeratie 


mecting, or ‘‘caucus,” that, as I believe, was ever held 


in Delaware, with a general view to an organization of 





*Meesrs. McLane and Taney are well known as having been, 
respectively, the leaders of the federal party, in their own 


the recruiting service for the “provision eating army,” as we 


“democrats”? used to call it, at Wilmington, Del. for a consi- 
dcrable time. 
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the party; and, until I left the state, had the honor of being 


assailed as one of five persous whom the ‘‘federalists” 
called the ‘caucus sunTo”—myself being, for some 
years past, the only survivor. ‘The meeting above allud. 
ed to consisted of sixty or seventy persons—and I often 
laugh at a recollection of the secreey with which it was 
convened, and at the difficulties encountered in obtaining 
a chairman and secretary, willing that their names should 
go before the people—-for the majority and the power of the 
state was against us, and many were loath to take a front 
rank in the opposition proposed, but which was soon ren- 
dered successtul in the elections of col. Hall, of the re- 
volutionary army,as governor of the state, and of Mr. 
C. A. Rodney, as its representative in congress, in the 
place of his beloved personal friend, that eminent man, 
the late Mr. Bayard--and these named have also passed 
**to another and a better world!”’? But, six members of 
that first regular democratic meeting yet live—and five of 
these are not of the political friends of the present ad- 
ministration, and they also opposed the election of gen. 
JACKSON in 1824, 1828 and 1832. The sixth is a worthy 
old gentleman, and I much wish that he held a better office 
than he has been favored with. 

On what principle is it that these old names are appli- 
ed to present parties? Is it in the personal support er 
opposition to general Jackson, as president of the United 
States? Certainly not! It is believed that only one of 
his present cabinet was of his original supporters, and 
that one because he was offended at what he thought Mr. 
Adams’ abandonment of ‘‘federalism!” The vice presi- 
deut, and all the gentlemen called the “Albany regency,” 
opposed the election of Mr. Madison, the ‘‘demoeratic 
candidate,” in 1812, and that of gen. Jackson in 1824, 
with all their power. In the latter year, ‘ister Jack- 
son’s pretensions” were laughed at by the ‘‘republican 
party” of New York, of whose movements I had a near 
view—being, by accident, present at the extra session of 
the legislature of that state in the year just given, and 
closely observant of all the proceedings and twistings had 
in it, especially in the senate of the state, to Force Mr. 
Crawford, (then regarded as the bitter enemy of general 
Jackson), into the presidential chair, through the aid of 
party discipline. And if we look over the names of the 
congressional caucus, held Feb. 14, 1824, what do we 
discover? Sixty-six persons were present, and two 
proxies were admitted—and, in this eaclusively ‘‘*demo- 
cratic” assembly, Mr. Crawford had 64 votes, Mr. Adams 
2, gen. Jackson 1, and Mr. Macon 1. It is not ascertain- 
ed who threw away the four votes, but undoubted, I be- 
lieve, that the first rate “democrats” of the present day, 
such as Mr. Van Buren, secretary of state, minister and 
vice president of the United States—Mr. Cambreleng, of 
the house of representatives—Mr. Chandler, collector at 
Portland—Mr. Dickerson, late senator from New Jer- 
sey, and recently appointed minister to Russia—Mr. 
Lowrie, secretary of the senate—Mr. Smith, late senator 
from Maryland—Mr. Loyd, ditto, and late ‘*Jackson”’ 
candidate for governor of the state*-—Mr. P. Barbour, 
now district judge in Virginia—Mr. Fives, late minister 
to France—Mr. Stevenson, late speaker, and recently no- 
minated minister to England—Mr. Forsyth, present se- 
nator—Mr. Saunders, commissioner under the treaty 
with France—Mr. Thompson, Indian agent, all voted 
against gen. Jackson, and supported Mr Crawford as the 
*<democratic”’ candidate. + 


SL 





On the other hand, Ricuary M. Jounson, Joun Ht. 


Karon, Geonce Kremer, Samven Houston, Jue! FR. 
Poinsett, I. C. Isaacs, and others, on behalf of their 
states, denounced the eall of the caucus as **inexpedient,” 
&e. and, of the 216 ‘‘demoeratic” members then in con- 
gress, only 68 appeared in, or supported its proceedings 
—as may be found fully ict Dates in the volumes of this 
work, especially the 25th and 26th. 

And how stood the case in ‘*demoeratie” Vir inia, at 
that time? Not one member of the +\Biaheond jane” 
was the friend of gen. Jackson. Nay, they all abused 
him, or treated his claims to the presidency with utter 
contempt; and at the election about three times as many 
votes were given to Mr. Crawford as were given to 
the general, who received considerably less than Mr. 
Adams! And even in 1828, it is well known that gene- 
ral Jackson was taken up with great reluctance, ‘‘as the 
alternative, not the choice of Virginia.”” Was it ‘*feder- 
alism”’ that caused this reluctance? But what is the state 
of things now? If all are **democrats” who support, and 
‘*tederalists” who oppose, the present adminstration, 
surely Virginia has become a federal state—and so have 
several others that had a high rank in democracy! Nay, 
even a majority of the representatives in congress from 
‘*democratic”? Pennsylvania, are federalists. 

We refer to these facts on account of the abuse of the 
political terms mentioned. The inconsistency and folly 
of them is manifest. Any party may elect a name for 
itself—but, in some cases, it may be illiberal, if not un- 
just, to give a name to its opponent. 

On points of principle the ‘‘democratic” party does 
not agree—as the following comparisons will shew: 

From the Richmond Whig. 

With a view of counteracting the effects of his letter in 1817, 
the friends of general Jackson have hunted up a jetter of his in 
1801, addressed to Dr. Dickson, then a candidate for congress, 
— state of Tennessee: Let us place his doctrines, side by 
side: 


In 1801. 

‘* Believing, as I do, that any 
citizen, Who does obtain the 
suffrage of the freemen of Ten- 
nessee, must be a character, 
the composition of which is vir- 
tue, talents, and the TRUE 
WHIG PRINCIPLES OF 
SEVENTY-SIX: in short, sir, 
that he must be a republican, 
and in politics, like Casar’s 
wife, not only chaste, but UN- 
SUSPECTED.” 


following: 
Fromthe Richmond Enquirer. 
We contend that the custody 
and control of the public mo- 
ney, not appropriated by law, 
are by the constitution placed 
under the order and directionof 
congress; and that they may in- 
trust its custody to other agen- 
cy than the executive depart- 
ment; and that they may take 
out of the hands of the execu- 
tive the custody of it, without 
an assumption of executive 


In 1817. 

“In every selection, party 
and party feelings should be 
avoided. Now is the time to 
exterminate that monster, cal- 
led party spirit. Only select- 
ing characters most conspicu- 
ous for their probity, virtue, ca- 
pacity and firmness, WITH- 
OUT ANY REGARD to PAR- 
TY, &e.”’ 

[ Letter to Mr. Monroe. 


And the Hartford ‘Independent Press” gives us the 


From the Cincinnati Advertiser. 

Can he believe thatany man 
of common sense, who bas stu- 
died the constitution and the 
duties of that executive officer 
created by it, will contend that 
the custody of the public pro- 
perty, whether public money, 
public ships, public timber,pub- 
lic iron, lead or any other spe- 
cies of property, is not vested 
in the president of the United 
States, the chief executive offi- 


cer created by the constitution 
for that, among other purposes. 

Like cases might be multiplied without number. The 
time was, when it required no spirit of prophecy to fore- 


power. 





*Deceased since this article was prepared. 

tI shall add the names of all those who attended the caucus 
of 1824—several more of whom may have been “‘rewarded,”’ as 
friends of general Jackson, than [I can call up torecollection. A 
place was given to Mr. Markley, in the custom house at Phila- 
delphia, but it was taken from him. A considerable number 
are deceased—three are still members of congress, Messrs, Bar- 
ber, of Con. Archer, of Va. and Williams,of N.C. Of the pre- 
sent political feelings of others, I only know that Messrs. 
Holmes, of Me. J. Barbour and Floyd, of Va. and Ruggles, of 
O. are opposed to the administration—but there may be others, 

List of the congressional caucus, held in the hall of the house 
of representatives at Washington, February 14, 1824—in addi- 
tion to which Mr. Ball of Va. and Mr. Tatnall, of Georgia, voted 
by proxy: 

John Chandler, John Holmes, of Maine; James Lanman, 
Noyes Barber, Ebenezer Stoddard, of Connecticut; Samuel 
Eddy, of Rhode Island; Martin Van Buren, C. C. Cambreleng, 
Lot Clark, Bla Collins, Rowland Day, Justin Dwinell, Lewis 
Eaton, Charles A. Foote, Joel Frost, Jolin Herkimer, James L. 


Hogeboom, Lemuel Jenkins, Elisha Litchfield, John Richards, 
Jacob Tyson, Egbert Ten Eyck, of New York; Mahlon Dicker- 
son, of New Jersey; Walter Lowrie, Walter Forward, Philip 
8S. Markley, of Pennsylvania; Samuel Smith, Edward Lloyd, 
William Hayward, jun. of Maryland; James Barbour, Mark 
Alexander, William 8. Archer, Philip P. Barbour, Burwell Bas- 
set, John Floyd, Jabez Leftwich, William C. Rives, William 
McCoy, Arthur Smith, William Smith, Alexander Smyth, An- 
drew Stevenson, George Tucker, of Virginia; Jared Williams, 
H. G. Burton, W. N. Edwards, Alfred M. Gatlin, Thomas H. 
Hall, Charles Hooks, John Long, Romulus M. Saunders, Rich- 
ard D. Spaight, Lewis Williams, of N. Carolina; Joseph Gist, 
John Wilson, of South Carolina; John Elliott, Nicholas Ware, 
Joel Abbott, George Cary, Thomas W. Cobb, Alfred Cuthbert, 
John Forsyth, Wiley Thompson, of Georgia; Benjamin Ruggles, 
of Ohio; Jas. Noble, of Indiana; Jesse B. Thomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. McLane, of Delaware, and Mr. Buchanan, of Pennsy!- 
vania, were members of congress at the time of holding this 
caucus, but neither could have entered it, ff so disposed, being 





then regarded ‘‘federalists.’’ 
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see, that, if member's of congress were appointed to office, 
‘corruption would become the order ot the day;” and 
when the interference of public officers at elections, was 
as the *‘unpardonable sin” against the people, &e. ‘ 

And, exactly ‘‘dove-tailing” with the thoughts of my 
heart, when first reading Mr. WNatdain’s remarks, I 
met with the following, from the ‘‘democratic” pen of 
Mr. Ritchie, republished in the **Richmoud Whig” of 
the 30th ult. 





REMINISCENCES. 

An unknown friend has transmitted a whole column, cut 
from the Enquirer of May 18th, 1824, just ten years azo, with 
an implied request for its republication. Having a little extra 
room from the failure of the mails, and as old newspapers are 
sometimes more amusing than new ones, we comply by insert. 
ing the whole. ; 
Messrs. Lowrie and Jackson.* 

‘If there were a man in this nation, who would not ‘turn on 
his heel to save his life,’ we supposed gen. Jackson was that 
man. Fiery, we knew him to be—impetuous, domineering, un- 
governable, he has long appeared to us—but withal, bold, inde- 
pendent, direct in all his courses; one who ‘would not flatter 
Neptune for his trident.?, What then is our astonishment, to 
see him resorting to the shifting, temporising, quibbling and 
equivocating expedients Which he has recently pursued! We 
are deeply disappointed in his course—and we are deeply mis- 
taken in the man. 

‘‘Had gen. Jackson been the man that we supposed, what 
course would he have taken, when the report about his letters 
first broke out in Pennsylvania? He might have looked down 
with scorn upon those reports. He might have acted with the 
manly independence of William H. Crawford, and left his ene- 
mies to work out their worst against him. He might have kept 
himself aloof from the presidential election: and left it to the 
people to select the mau, whom they deemed best calculated to 
fill their own high office. Or, if he chose to mingle in the strife; 
if he thought it expedient to notice the reports which were cir- 
culated about him, he would have come out with no partial 
statements, but with the whole truth. He would have divulg- 
ed every thing; faced every consequence; defied every enemy. 
Did he take this eourse? He authorised an editor of Philadel- 
phia to deny that his letter contained a recommendation to the 
president to bring into his cabinet two federals and two repub- 
licans. Why did he not go farther? When he knew the sub- 
stantial charge against him in Pennsylvania was, that he was 
disposed to employ the federalists, and that he was not that 
sound **democrat”’ which he had been cried up to be, why did 
he suppress that portion of his letter which, he must have seen, 
would have supported the charge? Why not boldly come out, 
and announce to the citizens of Pennsylvania: 1 did not advise 
the cabinet to be equally poised. I did not wish to sce two fe- 
deralists and two republicans in power—so far, the report is not 
strictly correct: but I did not advise your president to amalga- 
mate the parties, and select his officers ‘without regard to par- 
ty??, Why did he shrink from this frank and manly mode of pro- 
ceeding? 

“When recently he found that Mr. Lowrie was tearing away 
the veil which covered his correspondence—that the public 
voice began loudly to call for the original papers, why does gen. 
Jackson design to quibble about it—to shelter himself under 
miserable forms, and overlook the very essence of things? Was 
this the course which became gen. Jackson? the man, whom a 
grateful country had hailed as the first of her heroes? Was this 
consistent with the spirit of the man, who boasts that he has 
‘no disposition either to disguise or to suppress his sentiments’— 
that his ‘opinions and sentiments, such as they bave been spo- 
ken Or written at any time, each and every one ure at all times 
Welcome to?? 

“It may be yet necessary for the people to avail themselves 
farther of his frankness. Perhaps they may desire to see the 
presidential bureau ransacked for farther dispatehes from gen. 
Jackson. In this way they may have a better insight into his 
temper—of his political principles they cannot ask for more. 
He has given us his own credit: and if the democrats of Penn- 
sylvania like it, why let them take it with its author into their 
affections. 

“As to Mr. Lowrie, he had fearful odds to encounter. His 
veracity was attacked—and he lad at once to contend with the 
declarations of the president, of gen. Jackson, and of his own 
colleague. The facts have at Jast come out; and they mainly 
support his proposition. Throughout the whole of this myste- 
rious and complicated affair, he has conducted himself with a 
discretion and a dignity, which command our respect.” 

But, after all, we suppose that the terms objeeted to 
will still be used—ad captandum; and that persons who 
would have felt themselves personally insulted if called 
“democrats” a few years ago, will have no repugnance 
to cast upon others, with scorn, their own late beloved ap- 
pellation of ‘*federalists.” But, guant. suf. 








*The “Lowrie affair,” as it was called, and the correspon- 
dence on the subject of Mr. Hay, Mr. Kremer, gen. Jackson, 
Ke, with the letter to Mr. Monroe referred to, may all be found 
in the 26th volume of the Recisrer. A reference to it will 
Present some curious facts to patent “‘democrats.”? Ep. Ree. 
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THE GENERAL POST OFFICE. 
From the National Intelligencer of June 10. 

In the senate, yesterday, Mr. Ewing (of Obio) from the com- 
mittee on the post office, made the long looked for report on the 
affairs of that establishment. It was read at the secretory’s 
table, and the reading of it, which we listened to with great at- 
tention, occupied nore than two hours. 

Of a document of such great length, we shall not venture to 
give, from the mere hearing, any thing like an analysis, De- 
ferring the full satisfaction of our readers in this particular, until 
we can publish the report at large, (which shall be as soon as 
practicable), we must content ourselves, for to-day, with an at- 
tempt to sketch its general complexion. 

The report sets out With stating, as the result of the investi- 
gations by the cominittee, that the department is largely insol- 
vent. In addition to which, the committee report that the post- 
master general has, from time to time, borrowed large sums of 
money for the use of the post office, without any authority of 
law. Some of these foans, it is stated, were made during the 
last session of congress, at the commencement of which the 
postmaster general had reported the department to be in pos- 
session of a considerable surplus of funds. The report goes on 
to state the debts and credits of the department, as nearly as 
can be ascertained, whereby. it appears that the general post 
office is insolvent by eight hundred and three throusand six 
hundred and twenty-five dollars beyond all its resources. 

Comparing the expenses of the post office establishment for 
four years preceding the commencement of the present admi- 
nistration, with the four years following them, itis stated by the 
committee that the expense of the last four years exceeded that 
of the preceding four years, by three millions three hundred 
and thirty-eight thousand dollars. Within the last term of four 
years, itis true, some few mail routes have been established; 
but their aggregate expense bears but a very small proportion 
to the amount of the excess thus ascertained. This excess of 
expenditure, and consequent insolvency of the post office, is 
mainly attributed to mal-adininistration and favoritism in the 
making of contracts and extra allowances, of which the report 
goes on to spread outin detail a number of particular cases, as 
a sample of the whole. 


The report declares the reports, statements, and estimates of 
the officers of the post office to be so erroneous and defeetive 
as little to be relied upon: so little, that unfavorable as are the 
conclusions which the committee arrives at, itis more probable 
that they fall far short of, rather than exceed the reality. In 
proof of which, among other circumstances, it is stated that in 
the number of miles in a year travelled by the mails, as detailed 
in the annual report of the postmaster general, there is, by ac- 
curate computation, error to the amount of no less than seven 
millions two bundred thousand miles. The report points out 
also many discrepancies between the statements in the Blue 
Book (thus designating the biennial report of official expenses 
made to congress), and official and other statements, as to the 
amounts of contracts, extra allowances and contingent expen- 
ses, showing great inaccuracy and confusion in the accounts 
and administration of the department. 


The report also condemns the practice, which is proved to 
have prevailed, of pledging the department for loans obtained 
by contractors, and in turn making use of the names of con- 
tractors to obtain money for the use of the department. In con- 
nection with which, the committee allude to certain money 
transactions between contractors and individuals in office in 
the department, which have come outin evidence before the 
committee, and which they particularise, but submit without 
comment to the senate. 

The contingent expenditures of the department, the allow- 
ances of money to travelling agents, the payment of money to 
printers in various shapes, the employment of printers as con- 
tractors, &c. and other matters which “bring the patronage of 
the government in conflict with the freedom of election,” are 
handled with great force and some severity by the committee: 
and the report ends with a series of resolutions declaratory of 
errors, abuses and defects, mostly imputable to the administra- 
tion of the post office, but in part also inherent in the system 
itself, which, in the opinion of the committee, have increased, 
are increasing, and ought to be diminished. 

Upon the whole, it will be allowed on all hands, when the re- 
port of the committee comes to be read, that it affords in itself 
the best explanation of the term, “a searching operation in the 
government” that has yet been made, 


GENERAL POST OFFICE. 





We add, in fairness, from an exposition in the **Globe,’? some 
paragraphs having a direct reference to the facts stated in the 
preceding. The parts which relate to individuals named, as 
none are so given in the article taken from the “National Intel- 
ligeneer”’ are, of course, omitted. 


This report [the counter report of Messrs. Grundy and Robin- 
son] accounts satisfactorily for the deficit in the finances of the 
department. It shows that the yearly income was deficient 
before the present incumbent came into office—that a diminu- 
tion of its funds had commenced more than a year before—and 
that they had declined, at the time of his taken possession of 
the department, about $100,000; and that the falling off continn- 
ed from its beginning, in 1827, or early in 1828, to the close of the 
last year. It shows that the debt of the department beyond 
its available means, is about $300,000, which debt rests on the 
credit of the department, and not of the treasury—that the post- 
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Master general, by an illusory system which had ever prevailed 
of accounting for the expenses of the department, had not 
known its real condition in time to prevent the embarrassment; 
but so soon as the cause was disclosed, the corrective was ap- 
plied. It shows the improvements which the present post- 
master general has made in his system of accountability, and 
the security of the funds ofthe department. 

{t alxo recommends a more perfect organization of the depart- 
ment, by sub-officers holding the appointment from the execu- 
tive and senate, as in other departments; and assigns as the rea- 
son why this has not been done at an earlier day, that the de- 
partment was small in its beginning, and that the rapidity of 
its growth has gone before the proper action of congress, but 
that action could be no longer delayed. 

The counter report of Messrs. Grundy and Robinson shows 
satisfactorily, that when a contract is made different from what 
has been stated to congress, in the annual report of contract, 
it is occasioned by a change made in service required subse- 
quent to the acceptance of the proposal, and that it is a differ- 
ence which the ancient practice of the department was always 
liable to exhibit and which was often actually exhibited under 
the former administration of the department; but that the pre> 
sent postmaster general has recently corrected it. 

it shows that under the present administration, there is a sys- 
tem introduced into the department, of keeping books in which 
allthe mail routes are entered in numerical order, with the 
number of miles in the length of each route, the names of the 
several post offices on it, the distance from one to another, the 
manner in which the mail is transported on each route, and the 
number of trips in a day, a week or a year. From these books, 
the exact length of post roads is ascertained to have been, in 
1832, 104,467 miles—in 1833, it is ascertained to have been 
119,916 miles—showing that the law of 1832, establishing new 
post routes, added 15,449 miles to the length of post roads, more 
than one-seventh part of ail the post roads in the U. States, prior 
to that time. From these books it is also ascertained, that the 
annual transportation of the mail in 1832, was 24,633,330. This 
is a little more than what the postmaster general reported at 
that time; and the incorrectness, of the statement of the ma- 
jority, is clearly demonstrated. 

{The other parts of the exposition in the ‘‘Globe”? relate to 
the cases of the rev. Mr. Brown, a clerk in the department, to 
Mr. Reeside, a contractor, and to certain matters stated as to 
the expenses for printing. ] 

—— 98 © Otene— 
REPORT ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
[PRESENTED BY MR. CLAY.] 
In the senate of the United States—May 2, 1834. 

The committee on the public lands, to which was referred the 
message of the president of the 4th December, 1833, returning 
with his objections, the bill which had originated in the se- 
nate, and had passed both houses of congress at the preceding 
session, entitled ‘‘an act to appropriate, for a limited time, the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands of the U. States, and 
for granting land to certain states;’’ and to which has also been 
referred a new bill, with the same title, introduced into the 
senate at the present session of congress, has, according to 
order, had under consideration both the subjects thus refer- 
red to it, and beg leave now to 

REPORT: 

That the committee has examined and considered the message 
of the president with all the respect and attention due to a co-or- 
dinate branch of the government, and being, after mature and 
deliberate consideration, unable to coincide with the president 
in all his reasoning and conclusions, the committee requests the 
indulgence of the seuate in submitting the views and opinions 
which it entertains on the several matters presented or discuss- 
ed by the president. 

The committee, in the first place, must express its regret 
that a bill which had passed by the last congress should have 
been retained by the president until the commencement of the 
present. By the constitution, the president is invested with 
power to negative any bill which shall have passed both houses 
of congress; but this power, which was conferred not so much 
for legislative purposes as to enable the executive branch of 
government to protect itselfagainst encroachments which might 

ssibly be attempted upon its lawful authority, is limited and 
qualified by the express provisions of the constitution. Ac- 
cording to these, when the president docs negative a bill, he 

is required to return it, and, if it again pass each house by a 

majority of two-thirds, it becomes a law, notwithstanding the 

president’s negative. By retaining this bill, and not return- 
ing it to the congress which passed it, the qualified veto of the 
resident, was converted, in effect, into an absolute veto. Con 
rees has lost all power over the bill; the last congress having 

ceased to exist cannot act «pon it; and the present congress 
cannot act upon it, because it did not pass it. By thus retaining 
a bill, its passage into a law may be defeated by the president, 
although if he’were to return it tothe congress which passed it, 
with his objections, it might be again passed by a constitutional 
majority of two-thirds; and sueh the committee believes would 
have been the case if the bill in question had been returned by 
the president to the last congress. rm dey 

The framers of the constitution, anticipating the possible at- 
tempts of a chief magistrate to defeat the passage of bills which 
had passed both houses of congress, by retaining them an inde- 
finite length of time, prescribed a period within which they 
should be returned by him, or becoine laws without bis approba- 
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tion. ‘If any bill,’? (says the constitution) “‘shali not be returned 
by the president within ten days, (Sundays excepted), after it 
shall have been presented to him, the same shall be a law in like 
manner as if he had signed it, unless the congress, by their ad- 
journment, prevent its return, in which case it shall not be aq 
law.’? [fitshould be argued that the billin question, having been 
presented to the president on the 2d of Mareh, 1833, and the ses. 
sion closing on the 3d, congress bad, by its adjournment pre- 
vented its return within the period limited by the constitution 
two answefs present themselves: Ist. It was not an adjourn. 
ment but a dissolution of congress. The termination of the 
alternate, or, as it is usually called, the short session of con- 
gress, is fixed in the constitution. It is the end of the congress; 
itis On that day dissolved. The day never comes by surprise 
or unexpectedly, but is known at the commencement of the 
session, and through the whole progress of it. It cannot, there- 
fore, be said, in the language of the constitution, that congress, 
by their adjournment, prevented the return of this bill, That 
provision of the constitution must be understood to refer to 
cases of adjournment depending upon the will of congress, and 
to have been designed to guard the president against the effects 
of a sudden and unforeseen adjournment ordered by congress 
itself, A consideration giving additional strength to this ground 
is derived from the fact of a change of the presidential incum- 
bent. This bill was presented to the president the day before 
the expiration of his official term; and, constitutionally, he had 
no right to communicate this message to the senate. Suppose he 
had been succeeded by another, who would have had the right 
to the possession of the bill? Not the old president, because le 
was out of office; not the new, because he was not in office 
when the bill passed; and neither of them, therefore, could 
have returned it to the senate, with or without an accompany- 
ing nessage. On the 3d of March, 1817, the day of Mr. Madi- 
son’s final retirement from the office of president, the bill set. 
ting apartthe bonus of the bank of the United States for in- 
ternal improvements was presented to him. Although it was a 
highly important bill, involving a grave and much controverted 
constitutional question, short as the time was fora due consi- 
deration of it, he examined and returned it with his objections, 


probably, among other reasons, because he knew that his suc- 
cessor could not act upon it. 


2. This bill had passed at a previous session of the senate, 
(1832-3) in the shape in which, with one modification, it was 
presented to the president. Copies of the bill prior to its pas- 
sage, at both sessions, had been laid before the president. He 
had treated the subject and demonstrated his possession of a 
knowledge of the bill in his message at the opening of the ses- 
sion in December, 1832. When, therefore, the bill was present- 
ed to him for his approbation on the second of March, 1833, he 
must have been familiar with it. 

The committee, therefore, thinks that, under all the circum- 
stances of the case, the bill ought to have been returned to the 
last congress. By withholding it, the president deprived that 
congress of its constitutional right, to reconsider the bill, and 
deterinine whether it ouglit not to pass, after giving due weiglit 
to his objections. 

Passing from this view of the subject, which the committee 
thought it proper to present in respect to the constitutional 
rights of the legislative and executive branches of the govern- 
ment, it will now proceed to consider more particularly the spe- 
cific objections to the bill contained in the president’s message. 

The president “is fully sensible of the importance, as it re- 
spects both the harmony and union of the states, of making as 
soon as circumstances wiil allow of it, a proper and final dis- 
position of the whole subject of the public lands.’? This bill, 
however, he thinks does not effect that object; it contemplates 
an arrangement which is not permanent but limited to five 
years only; allows of alterations within that time by congress; 
and furnishes no adequate security against the continual agita- 
tion of the subject. 

It is difficult to conceive of any plan, other than that of a 
total abandonment and surrender of the whole public domain, 
which would preclude occasional legislation by congress in re- 
specttoit. Sucha relinquishment the president indeed unti- 
mately proposes; but the committee believes that neither the 
interests of the union would be promoted by, nor are the opi- 
nions of the people prepared for, a surrender, immediate or re- 
mote, of the vast public domain of the United States, because 
of any inconvenience, real or imaginary, resulting from the oc- 
easional legislation of congress. The president objects to the 
temporary character ofthe act; and, yet towards the close of his 
message, when he appeals to the people of the new states, and 
holds out the prospect of a reduction of the price, he says: “It 
is true the bill reserves to congress the power to reduce the 
prices, but the effect of its details, as now arranged, would pro- 
bably be for ever to prevent its exercise.”? The committee is at 
a loss to comprehend how congress should be for ever restrain- 
ed from reducing the price of the publie lands by a temporary 
bill, the too brief period of whose existence, in the opinion of 
the president, constitutes a serious objection to its passage. 
Especially since, within the short period of five years to which 
it is limited, there is an express reservation of the right of con- 
gress ut any time to reduce the price. ; ; 

The bili proposes, upon just and equitable principles, to di- 
vide among the several states the proceeds of a property com- 
mon to them all, fora period of 5 years. If its practical opera- 
tion shall be found to realize the expectations which it holds 
out, it will be competent to congress to continue it, from time 
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time, with or without the modifications. And it is only upon the | by treaties with foreign powers, the authority of congress to dis- 


resumption of its reconciling itself, by experience, to the pub- 
lic sense of justice and expediency, that the president, in the 
quotation made from his message as to one of its features, can 

anticipate its permanent operation. ay 

The president next proceeds to trace historically the right of 

the United States to the public domain. This had been several 
times previously done by committees of the senate, and particu- 
larly by a committee which reported the billon the 16th day of 
April, 1832, that first passed the senate for dividing among the 
several states the proceeds of the public lands. That report of 
the committee comprised a full exposition of the right of the 
United States to the public domain whether situated within the 
limits of the original thirteen states, or acquired by the treaties 
of Louisiana and Florida; and also of the principles on which 
it was proposed to divide the proceeds of the sales of the public 
jJands among the states. And as your committee concurs in the 
jeading facts and principles in that report, it begs leave to refer 
to it, to annex, and to make it a part of this report, to be pub- 
lished with it. 

The senate will bear in mind that much the most extensive 
portion of the public domain was acquired by treaty. Over the 
disposition of the right of soil thus obtained, there is no control 
or limitation upon the powers of congress contained in the trea- 
ties themselves; and congress is entirely untrammelled by them as 
to any disposition of it which may be deemnced expedient. But the 
argument contained in the message almost wholly excludes that 
larger part of the public domain, and is restricted to the consi. 
deration of the powers of congress in respect to that portion of 
it which is contained within the ancient limits of the United 
States. 

After having deduced the title of the United States to that 
part of the public lands which seems principally to have engaged 
the president’s attention, from the deeds of cession and other 
public acts and documents, the message comes to three con- 
clusions: 

‘1, That one of the fundamental principles on which the 
confederation of the United States was originally based, was, 
that the waste land of the west within their limits should be 
the common property of the United States. 

662, That those lands were ceded to the United States by the 
states which claimed them, and the cessions were accepted, on 
the express condition that they should be disposed of for the 
common benefit of the states, according to their respective pro- 
portions in the general charge and expenditure, and for no other 
purpose whatsoever. 

“3. That, in execution of these solemn compacts, the con- 
gress of the United States did, under the confederation, proceed 
to sell these lands, and put the avails into the common treasu- 
ry; and, under the new constitution, did repeatedly pledge them 
for the payment of the public debt of the United States, by which 
pledge each state was expected to profit in proportion to the 
general charge to be made upon it for that object. 

‘These are the first principles of this whole subject, which, 
I think, cannot be contested by any one who examines the pro- 
ceedings of the revolutionary congress, the cessions of the se- 
veral states, and the acts of congress under the new constitu- 
tion. Keeping them deeply impressed upon the mind, let us 
proceed to examine how far the objects of the cessions have 
been completed, and see whether those compacts are not still 
obligatory upon the United States. 

“The debt for which these lands were pledged by congress 
may be considered as paid, and they are consequently released 
from that lien.”? 

It is perfectly true that the waste land of the west was an ob- 
ject of great interest and solicitude with several of the states, 
and especially the state of Maryland, during the revolutionary 

Struggle; that they contended that what might be won by com- 
mon sufferings, sacrifices and exertions, ought to be common 

property, and that the states within whose limits those lands 

were situated, yielding to the voice of reason and justice, and 
actuated by a noble spiritof union and harmony, finally made 
the various cessions which have been referred to by the message. 

These cessions constituted the United States a trustee for the 

whole of them in the management and disposal of the common 

property. It oughtto be regarded as a sacred and inviolable 
trust; and all the considerations growing out of these lands, 
which threatened to distract the councils, and to paralyze the 
efforts of the original states, even in the midst of the war of in- 
dependence, ought still to be allowed to have their full force in 
dissuading congress from making any alienation of this common 
property which will not do justice to every member of the union. 


_ The committee, therefore, concurs entirely with the message 
in the position that these lands were ceded, and that the ces- 
sions Were accepted, on the condition that they shonld be dis- 
posed of for the common benefit of the states, according to their 
respective proportions in the general charge and expenditure, 
and for no other purpose whatever. [t also agrees with the 
message that, both under the articles of the confederation, and 
under the present constitution, the avails of the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands have generally gone into the public 
treasury; that they have been pledged to the payment of the 
public debt; and that the public debt may be considered as now 
paid, and the lands consequently liberated from the lien. 

But the committee cannot agree with the message that the 
power of congress over all the public lands remains under the 
Present constitution exactly the same as it was under the arti- 


pose of them is unaffected by the articles of confederation, or 
the deeds of cession, and depends upon the third section of the 
fourth article of the constitution. And as to the residue, the 
states that executed the deeds of cession being also parties to 
the constitution, and having adopted it as separate and distinct 
communities, were competent to extend the powers of congress, 
the common trustee for all the states, over the trust property 
which had been previously conveyed, if they thought proper. 

By the articles of confederation, contributions were made 
by the several states of specific sums, apportioned among them 
to the purposes of the general government. And the clause, in 
several of the deeds of cession, which provides that the ceded 
lands shall be forthe use and benefit of the states composing 
the union, according lo their usual respective proportions in the 
general charge and expenditure, clearly refers to those contriby- 
tions which furnished a distinct and mtelligible rule by which 
the proportion of each state in the general charge and expendi- 
ture could be ascertained. By the new government, contribu- 
tions were no longer to be made by the states; but the treasury 
was to be supplied by taxes, direct and indirect, levied upon 
the mass of the community. The taxes which have been ac- 
cordingly levied, have been chiefly upon consumption; so that 
it is impracticable to ascertain what amount is now in fact con- 
tributed by the people of each state towards the expenditure of 
the general government. And as the amouat of contributions 
cannot be ascertained, it is impossibie to say whether each of 
the states composing the union does derive benefit from the 
public lands in proportion to its charge in the general expendi- 
ture. And itis far from being certain that, in the actual appro- 
priation which has been made of the proeeeds of the public 
lands, there has not been a constant departure from the rule 
prescribed in the deeds of cession. 

There may be ground for difference of opinion whether the 

change of government in the particular which has been noticed, 

induced the framers of the constitution to enlarge the power of 

congress, and whether they have, in fact, enlarged it over the 

public lands which had been previously ceded by some of the 

states. But, as to all other territory and property of the United 

States, congress possesses ample power to regulate and dispose 

of it. [tis expressly provided by article LV. section 3d: “The 

congress shall have power to dispose of, ahd make all needful 

rules and regulations respecting the territory and other property 

ofthe United States, and nothing in this constitution shall be 

so construed as to prejudice any claims of the United States or 

any particular state.’’ 

This power to dispose of all the public domain, exeept that 

ceded by the states is full and complete, and depends upon the 

sound discretion of congress. The practice of the government 

demonstrates, indeed, the common belief, that the power of 
congress to dispose of all the public land, whether ceded by 

states or acquired from foreign nations, is unrestricted. Grants 

have been accordingly made of portions of it for almost every 

conceivable purpose. More than eight millions and a half of 
acres have been granted for education; upwards of two millions 
for internal improvements in particular states; several for mili- 
tary bounties; and large quantities have been bestowed, in 
gratuity, for seats of government, on private charities in parti- 
cular states, and on private individuals. The right of pre-emp- 
tion has been also conferred and continued to large classes of 
individuals. 

The president himself was supposed to entertain the opinion 
that there was no restriction on the power of congress over any 
part of the public domain. In his nressage of December 4, 1832, 
at the opening of the session of congress, speaking of the public 
land, he says: *‘It is in the discretion of congress to dispose of 
them in such way as best to conduce to the quiet, harmony and 
general interest of the American people.”’ 

After this clear admission of the unqualified power of con- 
gress over the subject, the committee has seen with surprise 
the assertion in the message that the bill begins with an entire 
subversion of every one of the compacts by which the United 
States became possessed of their western domain. The first 
section of the bill allows to the seven new states 124 per cent. 
out of the net amount of the sales of the public lands made 
within their respective limits prior to any distribution among 
the twenty-four states. The message treats this allowance to 
the new states as a deduction of one-eighth from the whole 
amount of the proceeds of the public lands in all parts of the 
United States; but the allowance is expressly confined to sales 
within the new states, to the exclusion of sales made in the se- 
veral territories, that is, Ohio, and each of the other seven 
states, is by the provision of the first section to receive twelve 
and a half percent. upon the net amount arising from sales 
within their respective limits. 


This extra allowance is deemed by the president to be con- 
trary to the terms of the deeds of cession. -In what respect he 
does not allege, but it is presumed that he refers to the stipula- 
tion contained in those deeds for a perfect equality among the 
several states. As each state was to be entitled to equal bene- 
fit in the lands ceded, subject only to the condition that it should 
be according to its usual proportion in the general charge and 
expenditure, the message considers that rule to be violated by 
assigning to the new states twelve and a half per cent. prior to 
the general distribution. The president is supposed to insist 
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that no one of them should obtain more than a fair and just pro- 
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But how are these principles to be reconciled with the plan 
brought forward by the president in his message of the 4th of 
December, 1832, and again presented in his message under con- 
sideration? According to that plan, he recommends that the 
public lands be no longer regarded as a source of revenue; that 
the price be reduced so low as merely to reimburse the expense 
of the survey and the sale of them; and that, at no very distant 
day, the whole of the unsold lands shodld be relinquished to the 
new states, and all the machinery and control of the general 
government forever withdrawn from the new states. 

If congress may graut the whole of the public lands to the 
new states, it may certainly grant one-eighth part of them, or 
one-eighth part of their proceeds, unless the logical rule be false 
that the major includes the minor. If it be consistent with the 
terms of the deeds of cession, so emphatically dwelt on by the 
president, to surrender forever the public lands to the new 
states, within whicli they are respectively situated, it can hard- 
ly be deemed repugnant to the same deeds to assign to them, 
for a short period, one-eighth part of the net proceeds of the 
lands situated within-their limits. 

The message seems to consider the extra allowance to the 
new states as involving anew principle unsanctioned by the 
practice of the government, and as a gratuity which cannot be 
granted without manifest departure from the principles of equity 
which should regulate the disposal of the public lands or their 
proceeds among all the states. But with great deference the 
committee is unable to agree with the message in either respect. 

1. As to the practice of the government. It has been already 
stated that congress bas granted to the new states, for purposes 
of education, upwards of eiglit millions of acres of the public 
lands; being a quantity which exceeds by more than a fourth, 
all the public lands ever sold by the federal government. It has 
also granted to several states lands for seats of government; and 
to*some of the new states upwards of two millions and a quarter 
of acres for internal improvements. And by the compact with 
each of the new states, five per cent. of the net proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands, within their several limits, is reserved 
to every one of them for purposes of internal improvement. 
these various grants, displaying both the liberality and the jus- 
tice of congress towards the young members of the national 
family who have established themselves in the wilderness, do 
not violate the deeds of cesssion, or transcend the duties of con- 
gress, how can it be justly contended that the extra allowance 
in question is forbidden? 


2. But this extra allowance is not a gratuity. The apportion- 


ment of the proceeds among the several states is‘on the basis of 


the state of the population as ascertained by the census of 1830; 
and the bill proposes to observe that rule in the distribution during 
the whole period of five years to which its Operation is limited. 
But as the increase of population in the new states is in a ratio 
much greater than in the old, it is evident that a strict com- 
pliance with that rule would operate unjustly upon the new 
states, especially in the latter years of the term. The increase 
of population in Ilinois, for example, is at the rate of eighteen 
and a half per cent. per annum. Near five years having claps- 
ed since the census was taken, the population of that state is 
now about 92) per cent. that is, almost double what it then 
was. The population of the state of Delaware, on the contrary, 
has increased only about three per cent. during the same five 
years; the ratio of its increase from 1820 to 1830 having been, 
for the whole ten years, only six per cent. The state of Illinois, 
therefore, would receive only about one-half of what it is justly 
entitled to if it were restricted to the state of its population in 
1829. 

Again; the extra allowance to the new states is to be expend- 
ed on education and internal improvements. The United States 
being a great land proprietorin each of the new states, is bound, 
upon principles of equity and fairness, to contribute towards 
the improvement of the moral and physical condition of the 
new states, which will necessarily tend to enhance the value of 
the property of the United States. And, in making the extra 
allowance, the bill proceeds in perfect conformity with the prin- 
ciples by which the general government has hitherto invariably 
acted in granting to each of the new states lands for schools, 
and five per cent. of the net proceeds of sales within their re- 
spective limits for objects ofinternal improvement. 

The committee therefore must confidently, but respectfully, 
dissent from the assertion in the message that, in making this 
extra allowance, the bill begins with an entire subversion of 
every one of the compacts by which the United States became 
possessed of their western domain. 

The bill is charged by the message with a violation of the 
deeds of cession, in adopting, as the rule of distribution, the 
federal representative population, instead of the respective and 
usual proportions of the several states in the general charge and 
expenditure. The rnle which the bill adopts is plain, practica 
cable, and intelligible. It admits of easy ascertainment and 
easy application. Taxation and representation go hand in hand; 
and, in assuming a rule deduced from representation, there is 
no reason to believe that it will operate unequally in respect 
to the taxation to which the people of the United States are 
liable. 4 

A division among the states according to their respective and 
vsual proportions in the general charge and expenditure is wholly 
impracticable, because itis not possible to ascertain under the 
present constitutian, and under the established modes of collect- 
ing a public revenne, what amountol the general charge and ex 


penditure is contributed by any state. That clause in the deeds ! discretion of congress without restriction. 
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of cession, as before remarked, was inserfed in reference to the 
articles of confederation, by which the contribution of each state 
was fixed and known. Revenue is now collected, not from states 
in their sovereign character, but from the mass of the commu- 
nity, according to their cousumption. Consequently, it is a|- 
together impracticable to ascertain how much of that revenye 
is paid by the citizens of any one state. — It may be argued that 
since it is impracticable, it is most proper that the proceeds of 
the public lands should go into the common treasury, and be 
thence disbursed in the common expenditure. But it is far 
from being certain that the principle of equality stipulated in the 
cessions, is not violated to a greater extent by such an appro- 
priation than it possibly can be by a division according to re- 
presentative population. How is it known that each state when 
the proceeds of the lands pass into the general treasury, is, in 
their subsequent disbursements, benefitted according to the ex- 
act measure Of its due proportion in the geueral charge and ex- 
penditure? 

In considering the power of congress over the public lands 
acquired by deeds of cession from several of the states, the 
committee thinks it useful to examine, first, the terms of the 
deeds themselves; and, secondly, the provision in the constitu- 
tion. 

1. As the cession from Virginia was by far the most imort- 
ant, aud as the terms of the deed made by that state to the U, 
States do not materially vary from those contained in the deeds 
of other states, the committee will inquire whether there is any 
thing in those terms which can be fairly interpreted to prohibit 
the passage of the bill. The only clause deemed essential in the 
inquiry is the following condition contained in the deed, to wit: 
“That all the lands within the territory so ceded to the U. States, 
and not reserved for, or appropriated to, any of the before men- 
tioned purposes, or disposed of in bounties to the officers and 
soldiers of the American army, shall be considered as a common 
fund for the use and benefit of such of the U. States as have be- 
come, or shall become, members of the confederation, or fede- 
ral alliance of the said states, Virginia inclusive, according to 
their usual respective proportions in the general charge and ex- 
penditure, and shall be faithfully and bona fide disposed of for 
that purpose, and for no other use or purpose whatsoever,”? 

This deed created a trust in the U. States which they are not 
atliberty to violate. Butthe deed does not require that the fund 
should be disbursed in the payment of the expenses of the ge- 
neral government. It makes no such provision in express terms, 
nor is such a duty on the part of the trustee fairly deducible 
from the language of the deed. On the contrary, the language 
of the deed seems to contemplate a separate use and enjoy- 
inent of the fund by the states individually, rather than a pre- 
servation of it forcommon expenditure. The fund itself is to be 
a common fund for the use and benefit of such of the U. States 
as have become, or shall become members of the confederation 
or federal alliance, Virginia inclusive. The grant is not for the 
benefit of the confederation, but for that of the several states 
which compose the confederation. The fund is to be under 
the management of the confederation collectively, and: is so far 
a common fund; but it is to be managed for the use and benefit 
of the states individually. and is so far a separate fund under a 
joint management. Whilst there was a debt existing, created 
by the war of the revolution, and by a subsequent war, there 
was a fitness in applying the proceeds of a common fund to the 
discharge of a common debt, which reconciled all; but that 
debt being now discharged, and the general government no 
longer standing in need of the fund, there is evident propriety 
in a division of it among those for whose use and benefit it was 
originally designed, and whose wants reqnireit. And the com- 
mittee cannot conceive how this appropriation of it, upon prin- 
ciples of equality and justice among the several states, can be 
regarded as contrary to either the letter or spirit of the deed. 

A fund may be common to various eopartners in the collec- 
tion, control and government of it, and yet the use and actual 
enjoyment may be separate and individual. Entertaining this 
view, the committee thinks it would be a departure from the 
obligations of the trust to cede, as the message proposes, the 
whole trust-property to particular states, to the exclusion of 
others. The committee, on the contrary, thinks it the duty of 
congress to retain the control of the fund, and to administer it 
for the use and benefit of the several states composing the 
union, 

2. But if any doubt existed as to the right of congress, under 
the deeds of cession, to divide the proceeds of the common 
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| property among the several states, it must vanishwhen we con- 


sider the provisions of the constitution. The parties to the con- 
stitution were the same as the parties to the deeds. And the 
adoption ef the constitution was as much the separate aet of 
each state as was the execution of the several deeds of cession. 
The constitution, too, followed the execution of the deed by 
Virginia, and that of every other state but one; and if there be 
any incompatibility between them, the eonstitution, being in 
point of time the Jast act, must control the operation of the 
previous deeds. 

The language of the constitution is explicit: “The congress 
shall have power to dispose of, and make all needful rales and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging 
to the United States; and nothing in this constitution shall be 
so construed as to prejudice any claim of the United States; or 
of any particular state.??, The power to dispoze of the territory 








and other property of the United States is confided to the sound 
To guard against 
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the effect of the change of government from a loose confederacy 


to an intimate union, it is declared in the latter part of the cited 
clause, that nothing in the constitution shall be so construed as 
to prejudice any claims of the United States. And, as the states 
which ceded the western lands, had ceded them with certain 
reservations, and they or other states might have claims of a 
territorial, jurisdictional or pecuniary nature, under the confe- 
deracy, Which it was apprehended, without an express reserva- 
tion, might be affected by the change of government, it was 
further declared that nothing in the constitution should be so 
construed as to prejudice any claims of any particular state. 

Whether, therefore, the authority of congress is traced to the 
deeds of cession or to the constitution, the committee deems it 
fully competent to the passage of the Dill. 

The bill is equally unfortunate in being obnoxious to the ob- 
jections of the message whether it Omits or imposes any re- 
strictions upon the powers of the state legislatures as to the 
subsequent appropriation of the fund which it proposes to dis- 
tribute. The extra allowance to the new states is required to be 
expended on objects of education and internal improvement. 
As has been already shown, this restriction is in conformity 
with a principle coeval with the land system, and which has 
been steadily adhered to throughout the whole period of its ex- 
istence, by which the sixteenth section of every township is 
expressly set apart for education; and in conformity with every 
compact entered into between the United States and each of 
the new states, by which five per cent. upon the net proceeds 
of the lands in the several new states is assigned for purposes of 
internal improvement. The committee thinks that it may safely 
rest the defence of the specification of the objects to which the 
extra allowance is to be applied upon the invariable practice of 
the government. 

But if the part of the bill which limits the legislatures of the 
new states in the appropriation of the extra allowance to the 
laudable purposes of education and internal improvement, could 
not conciliate the approbation of the president, it might have 
been reasonably hoped that the other part of it, containing no 
restriction Whatever upon the local legislation, would have at 
least commanded his assent. But he objects to the restrictive 
clauses because they are restrictive, and to the unrestricted 
clauses because they are unrestricted. The president appre- 
hends that the Maysville and Lexington turnpike road compa- 
ny, the appropriation to which several years ago did not meet 
his concurrence, might possibly derive some aid from the land 
fund, if the legislature of the state in which that road is situat- 
ed were left unrestrained in the application of its proportion of 
thatfund. ‘There are some who would feel that if any part of 
the fund were directed to such a destination it would only be 
to repair a wrong unintentionally committed by the president. 
But the appropriation to that object to which the president ap- 
plied the veto, rested upon grounds totally distinct from the prin- 
ciple of the present bill. That appropriation was made upon 
the principle that congress had the power to apply any money 
in the public treasury to internal improvements. This bill is 
based on the ground that congress has broader power over the 
the land fund, either under the deeds of cession, or under the 
constitution, than it possesses over public revenue collected by 
general taxation. 

The objection to the distribution among the states, upon prin- 
ciples of equality, of the proceeds of the public lands, was hard- 
ly to be anticipated from achief magistrate who had recom- 
mended such a distribution of the surplus revenues of the gene- 
ral government, without regard to the source of their origin. 
The committee is not prepared to ascent to such a distribution, 
the constitutionality of which, to say the least, is questiona- 
ble. But a division of the land fund, if not enjoined by the 
spirit of the various deeds of cession, stands upon peculiar 
ground, totally distinct from that on which a division of a sur- 
plus of revenue, arising from ordinary sources of taxation, can 
be placed. 


The message impute to the bill the object of creating a sur- 
plus forthe purpose of distribution. Butis that an accurate re- 
presentation of the case? The bill finds in full operation a land 
system, approved by long experience, which nets to the govern- 
ment an annual sum of more than three millions of dollars. 
This sum may be expected constantly to augment. The gene- 
ral government, just liberated from national debt, no longer 
stands in need of this sum, unless it should become necessary 
by wasteful and extravagantexpenditure. The general govern. 
ment is in possession of ample resources of revenue, and in 
the exclusive possession of that, the most ample of all, arising 
from foreign imports. The states want the land fund, and it is 
proposed to divide it among them according to the just and 
equitable rule of federal representative population. ‘The bill 
imposes no new tax, creates no new revenue, opens no new 
channel. It proceeds upon an existing state of things, which it 
does not disturb, otherwise than by dividing among the states 
equitably, in their individual character, what is not wanted in 
their aggregate condition. 

But the message objects that the general government would 
remain subject to the incidental expenses of the machinery of 
the land system. The bill, howev. °, only proposes to divide 
the net produce of the public lands which come into the trea 
sury, subject, of course, toa deduction for some charges. If 
the general government should continue to pay out of the com- 
mon treasury a portion of those charges, such as the salaries of 
the commissioner of the land office, &c. it would be no more 
than whatis dune in analogous cases. The salaries of com- 








missioners appointed under treaties with foreign powers to dis- 
tribute sums stipulated to be paid by them to individual claim- 
ants for wrongs committed upon the high seas or elsewhere, are 
always paid out of the public treasury. And, besides, the small 
amount which the general government would continue to pay 
during the period to which the countenance of the act is limit- 
ed, for the benefit of the people of the several states, would 
coine out of a common treasury supplied by the same people in 
their collective character. 

The committee perceives, with unaffected surprise, the im- 
putation contained in the message, of a tendency in the bill un- 
der consideration towards consolidation. Congress being the 
common trustee for all the states of a fund created for their be- 
nefit, and for no other purpose, the bill presents an equitable 
scheme for the division of that fund among the declared objects 
ofthe trust. [f that scheme had been assailed upon the ground 
of its fostering a spirit of separation and disunion, there would 
have been atleast more plausibility in the charge. The mes- 
sage supposes that the states, by receiving their several annual 
dividends, will be tempted into profuse expenditure, will rely 
for their pecuniary resources upon the general goverment, and 
will ultimately lose their distinct local characters. But it is to 
be observed thatin the distribution itself, the states, as such, 
in thetr separate and sovereign characters, are expressly recog- 
nized; and that the sum, although considerable if expended on 
suitable and proper objects, is not likely to dispense with the 
necessity of each state carefully cultivating ordinary sources of 
revenue. It may be safely affirmed there is much greater dan- 
ger of a wasteful expenditure of the fund if retained in the hands 
of the general government, which does not waut it, than if it be 
transferred to the hands of the several state governments, which 
do need it, and whose habitual economy is commended in the 
inessage. It was never decmed by any one that the annual 
supply of arms made by the general government to the several 
states tended to lessen their power, or to augment that of the 
federal government. 

The committee believes that a mutual dependence of the two 
systems of governinent upon each other has the happy effect of 
Strengthening the bond of common union. And, among the 
many considerations in favor of the bill, it is perhaps the most 
important, that its direct and inevitable influence will be to im- 
part additional strength to the union. ‘The pubtic lands will 
then form an adamantine chain connecting the states together, 
and each will be powerfully interested in the preservation of 
that union which, for hundreds of years to come, may annually 
distribute among all its sovereign members a vast fund, which, 
ifthe union were dissolved, would be for ever lost in the com- 
motions and convulsions that would certainly ensue. 

The message implies an unmerited distrust in the capacity and 
integrity of the staie governments, and assumes for the federal 
authority a euperiority of discretion, which the committee 
thinks, without meaning any thing derogatory, it has not al- 
ways displayed in the economical disbursement of public reve- 
nue. The bill is, besides, limited to a short time; and if it 
should be found to realise any of the apprehended mischiefs, it 
may be suffered to expire altogether, or be subjected to such 
modifications as experience shall indicate to be expedient. To 
guard against the possibility of a misapplication of the distribu- 
tive share of any State to objects of a minor Or trivial nature, the 
bill contains a clause which was left out of that passed at the 
last session, by which a specification is made of the purposes 
to which the fund shall be appropriated. No state will venture 
to violate this restriction, because it will apprehend that con- 
gress may refuse to continue to allot its dividend in conse- 
quence of such violation. 


Almost the entire argument of the message against the bill is 
applied to that portion of the public lands ceded by the several 
states to the United States, aud situated within their original 
limits, and is founded upon the supposed repugnance of the pro- 
visions of the bill to the conditions contained in the deeds of 
cession. The committee cannot agree that any such repug- 
nance in fact exists. On the contrary, it conceives that the 
contemplated distribution is conformable both to the spirit and 
letter of those conditions. But there is no pretence for alleging 
any want of power in congress to distribute the proceeds of that 
portion of the public lands which have been acquired by trea- 
ties with foreign powers. The treaties themselves impose no 
limitation as to the disposition of the soil itself, or the proceeds 
ofthe sale of it. And the constitutional provision which has 
been adverted to comes and covers these lands, and invests in 
congress an unrestrained power of disposition, according to its 
sound discretion. 

The message states that the total expenditure, incident to the 
public domain, has been $49,701,280; and the total receipt up 
to the 30th September, 1832, had been only $38.386,624, from 
which the inference is drawn that the amonnt taken out of the 
treasury has not been replaced.—Why the 230th September, 
1832, was selected by the message, the committee cannot con- 
ceive, unless it was for the purpose of recommending the relin- 
quishment of the whole public domain as a useless and unpro- 
fitable burden, or for the purpose of holding on to it as a source 
of revenue until the treasury was reimbursed the sum which it 
had cost. If the president had called upon the commissioners 
of the land office for the returns of the proceeds of the public 
lands up to the 30th September, 1833, he would have discover- 
ed that their amount was $48.398,571 34, according to a report 
of that officer laid before the senate—more than ten millions ex- 
ceeding the amount stated in the message. This is independent 
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of 4,452,760 acres of land actually patented for services during 
the date war; of 2,290,937 acres granted for roads and canals in 
several states; of upwards of nine millions granted and set 
apart for schools, academies and universities, and of numerous 
other grants for various purposes. For the greater part, if not 
all of these appropriations of the public lands, they ought to be 
fairly credited. 

The public domain, then, has more than redeemed the cost of 
its acquisition and management. But there is still another 
view of this subject that ought to be presented. The argument 
in the message is almost exclusively directed to that portion of 
it which is situated within the ancient limits of the United 
States; and it is from the terms of the deeds of cession that the 
message attempts to deduce a restriction upon the power of con- 
gress. ‘There is no color for that restriction as it respects the 
territory acquired under the treaties of Louisiana and Florida. 
In regard to that, as already remarked, the power of congress to 
dispose of it, unrestrained by the treaties themselves, results 
entirely from the clause in the constitution which has been 
herein before referred to. As to the public lands within the 
ancient limits of the United States, if there be deducted from 
the $49,701,280, the twenty millions which Louisiana and 
Florida cost, it will leave only $29,701,280 chargeable to those 
lands—less indeed than that sum, for a portion of that expendi- 
ture of $29,701,280 was on account of the public lands in Flori- 
da and Louisiana. The total amount which has been receiv- 
ed, in money, from the lands comprehended within the original 
boundaries of the United States, according to the before men- 
tioned report of the commissioner, is $43,729,718 12, leaving 
those lands creditor by the sum of $14,028,428 12, without in- 
ons in the account any grants of land for objects just allud- 
ed to. 

The message argues that the distribution proposed by the bill 
is unjust towards the old states, since it first sets apart one- 
eighth for the new states, and then divides seven-eighths only 
among all the states. Each of the old states therefore, the mes- 
sage contends, will receive its proportion of but seven-eighths 
instead of the amount of the whole proceeds. The committee 
believes that it has stated sufficient grounds of justification 
upon which that previous allowance to the new states is to be 
defended. But it was not prepared to find the same message 
dissuading the old states from agreeing to the distribution pro- 

osed un the allegation of partiality to the new states, and urg- 
Ing the new states to dissent from it also, because it was un 
just towards them. If the bill gives the new states more than 
a fair proportion of a common fund, without sufficient consi- 
derations, that cannot be an objection both with the old and 
the new states. But whilst the message labors to prove that 
one class of states will receive too much, and another too little, 
instead of correcting the alleged injustice by proposing some 
equal division, it recommends that the class which it deems 
too partially favored shall eventually receive, and the injured 
class shall finally renounce for ever, the whole interest in the 
common property. 


The message supposes that it could not have been contem- 
plated by the deeds of cession, that the United States should 
continue, during a long period of time, to retain the right of soil 
to large tracts of land within the limits of new states. But the 
deeds do expressly provide that these lands shall be held for the 
common benefit of all the states, and for no other purpose; and 
they must continue so to be held, whether the time ts Jong or 
short, unless congress is prepared openly to violate express con- 
ditions of the cessions. And why should they not be so held? 
What injury is done to the new states by the common govern- 
ment holding lands for the benefit of all within the limits of 
some?—Past experience has demonstrated none. If these lands 
were held up at exorbitant prices, and the settlement of the 
new states were retarded improperly, the case would be altered. 
But the price is extremely moderate, within the reach of every 
ordinarily provident person, and the new states are populating 
with unexampled rapidity, as is demonstrated in the report of 
the committee of manufactures, and the table accompanying it, 
herein before referred to. If it were true that the minimum 
price of the public lands is too high for one portion of them, it 
is equally true that itis below the value of another portion of 
them. And it would be wrong to reduce the price of those 
which are already low enough, for the sake of those of inferior 
quality, which, perhaps, would not sell at any price. It might 
be expedient to discriminate, if it were practicable, as to the 
price of lands in different states. There are large bodies of 
poor pine sandy lands in the south western states, of which 
there is none in the north western states, that probably never 
will sell at the minimum price, if atany price. Buta discrimi- 
nation between the different states would be invidious, and is 
impracticable. And alter all, no great mischief is done by not 
offering, at reduced prices, worthless lands, which nobody 
would be much disposed to buy at any price. In the state of 
Ohio, all the public lands have been sold but about five millions 
of acres, In the state of Illinois, more than nineteen-twen- 
tieths of the whole territory are believed to be arable land; and 
it will undoubtedly sell, without any reduction of price, in rea- 
sonable time, according to the demands of a growing popula- 
tion. Would it be right to reduce the price of this good farm- 
ing land, because there happens to be in Alabama or Mississip- 
pi large tracts of pine barren which will possibly never sell at 
any price? 

Nor does the fact of there being a large quantity of land re- 
maining in the market, surveyed and unsold fora long time, au- 














thorise the inference that it is unsold because the price is too 
high. It has not been sold because the government, by con- 
stantly bringing more and more land into the market, €X poses 
an aggregate supply far exceeding the wants of the population 
rapid as has been its increase in the new states. This wil] be 
manifest from one or two facts. The total amount of all the pub- 
lic lands which had been sold up to the 30th of September {ast 
that is to say, during a period of about forty-five years, sineg 
the commencement of the present constitution, was on} 
31,028,436 acres and 87-100 of an acre. This, on an average 
during the entire term, is about 700,000 acres annually, Tie 
total quantity surveyed and unsold, according to the report of 
the commissioner, is 104,206,822 acres and 46-100 of an acre, 
To this there will be additions constantly made, as the Indian 
title shall be extinguished. If the progress of future sales were 
to be no greater than that of the past, it would require a period 
of more than 135 years to sell what is now actually in marke; 
Without including new districts that may be exposed. But as 
these sales depend upon the wants of the population, and as 
these are regulated by the increase of it, the probability is, that 
the quantity annually sold, in future, will be much greater than 
the annual average of that which was sold during the term 
above mentioned.—But making liberal allowances in this res- 
pect, many years must elapse before the quantity now actually 
in marketis disposed of. The true policy of the government, in 
regulating the price of the public lands, seems to be so to fix jt 
as, Whilst the industrious poor may easily acquire a home, a 
spirit of inordinate speculation may be repressed. Both these 
objects are believed to be attained by the reasonable and mo- 
derate rate at which the government now offers the public do- 
main. 

Entertaining the views and opinions which have been herein 
exhibited, the eommittee finds itself unable to concur in the 
plan of disposing of the public lands, which the president pro- 
poses: and it agrees in the general principles of the bill which 
has been referred to it. A brief contrast between the two 
schemes will enable the senate better to judge of their respec- 
tive merits. 

The president conceives that the cessions of the public Jands 
to the United States were upon the express conditions that they 
should be considered by the United States as a common fund 
for the use and benefit of all the sovereign members of the 
union. He objects therefore to the grant to the new states of 
one-eighth of the proceeds within their several limits, prior to 
a general distribution of the whole fund. Nevertheless, he pro- 
poses himself an immediate reduction of the price of the public 
lands; that they shall cease to be regarded as a source of reve- 
nue for the use and benefit of the United States, or any of the 
individual states; and, finally, that, after a few years this vast 
common property shall be wholly surrendered to those new 
states to which congress cannot, in his opinion, consistentiy 
with the terms of the deeds of cession, grant one-eigthth part 
of the net proceeds. 

The bill assumes, as a basis, that all the public lands not in- 
cluded within the acquisitions of Louisiana and Florida were 
obtained upon the conditions specified in the deeds of cession. 
It supposes that whether the proceeds of the lands are brought 
into the common treasury, or distributed, upon terms of just 
equality among the several states, the spirit and object of the 
deeds of cession are fully answered. The bill proceeds upon 
the principle thatthe United States cannot abandon the trust 
which the deeds created, and which they deliberately accepted, 
without a manifest violation of duty, and without absolute in- 
justice to the old states. It does not propose, therefore, a sur- 
render of the trust property to the new states, but contemplates 
the general government continuing to perform all the daties in- 
cident to the trust, and retaining the control over the property 
for the benefit of the several states, when the proceeds of sales 
of it are wanted by them, and not by the general government, 
and for the benefit of the general government in the event o# 
war. And this mutual use of the fund is limited to a short 
period, to test, by experience, its expediency.—The bill assigns 
to the new states, prior to the general division of the fund 
which it authorises, one-eighth part of the proceeds arising 
within their respective limits, upon considerations which the 
committee deems satisfactory, and according to established pre- 
cedents. And, finally, whatever diversity of opinion may ex- 
ist as to the powers and duties of congress growing out of the 
language of the deeds of cession, no objection can be raised 
from that source as to any disposition, under the terms of the 
constitution, which congress may think proper to make of the 
proceeds of that largest portion of the public lands acquired un- 
der the treaties of Louisiana and Florida. 

The bill provides for a distribution of the fund arising from 
the sales of the public lands during the last year. Such would 
have been its operation if the president had approved it, oF 
if, returning it to the last congress with his objections, it had 
been passed notwithstanding those objections. As eongress 
was deprived of an opportunity of passing upon the bill after tt 
had been submitted to the president, by his withholding it, the 
committee thinks it just to give it the effect which it weuld have 
had if passed at the last session. The gross proceeds of the public 
lands during the last year are understood to be upwards of four 
and a half millions of dollars; but the precise amount will be as- 
certained when a cali which has been made for it shall be a0- 
swered. The committee therefore reports the bill, distributing 
that sum after proper deductions shall be made exhibiting the 








net amount. 
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The absolute necessity of inserting the long reports 
concerning the general post office, has led us to incur the 
expense of an extra half-sheet, that they may be speedi- 
ly laid before our readers; and, as they will have both 
reports entire, at once, they will form a better judgment 
on the important facts presented or considered by the 
committee to whom the subjeet had been referred. 

This extra half-sheet, for more convenient mechanical 
arrangement, is given as supplementary to the last ite- 
GIsTER, and the matter ‘‘runs on” in the proper number 
for the week, without a ‘‘break.” 

The debates in the senate, which have sprung up in 
consequence of these reports, are exceedingly animated 
and unusually interesting—and, before they are closed, 
will probably call forth all the talent of that body—and 
especially when the question is before it as to making 
an appropriation to relieve the department from its bank- 
ruptey. 


—_——- 
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POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
REPORT OF THE MAJORITY. 

Mr. Ewing from the committee of the post offices and post 

roads, nade the following report. 

The committee on the post office and post roads, in obedience 
to the resolution of tie senate of the 29th March, A. D. 1834, 
proceeded to inquire into the condition of the post office de-. 
partment, and, having made progress in their investigation, 
now report— 

That your committee, at an early day after they were invest- 
ed with authority so to do, called for a statement of the avail- 
able claims due from: post masters and others to the depart- 
ment, and of the funds on hand, and also the amount of its 
debts. Inu answer to this inquiry, they were informed that it 
would be the work of several months, with all the disposabie 
force of the department, to prepare the statement; the shortest 
time named as possible, extending much beyond the probable 
adjournment of congress. Statements, therefore, said to be 
accurate, were obtained wherever it was practicable; and, when 
such were not to be had, your committee received conjectural 
estimates, sworn to by the heads of the appropriate bureaux. 

By these, it appears that the department is largely insolvent, 
and that since some time in the year 1532 the postmaster ge- 
neral has, without warrant of law, borrowed from the banks 
large suins of money On interest for the purpose of sustaining it. 
The interest account, exhibited herewith, shows that some of 
those loans were made during the lust session of congress, 
and within a short time alter the date of the annual report of 
the postmaster general, which states that there is an available 
surplus fr-d on band of $202,811 40, and which contains no 
intimation of any probable deficit, present or future. It is also 
worthy of remark, that his last annual report is wholly silent on 
the subject of these ioans. But the postinaster general has, 
singe the commencement of this investigation, represented to 
your committee that aid from the treasury is necessary to enable 
him to carry On the operations of the department, and he has 
stated that 450,000 dollars is the smallest sum that will serve 
that purpose. 

‘The sums borrowed and overdrawn on banks to the llth 


April, 1834, and then existing as a debt against the department, 
are stated by the officers to be 


$488,600 
Aud they state the amount due to contractors on 
the lst of April, 1834, at 635,000 
Making the aggregate of its debts $1,123,600 


They also state that there was on the llth of April, 1834, a 


balance of deposites in banks in favor of the departinent of 


$37,000 953 
5,455 07 


-~ 


Of which there was deposited in banks which have 
failed 





Leaving to the credit account, funds in bank, April 
Ilth, 1834, available, $31,545 88y 


They also reported as a conjectural estimate, that there was 
due from postinasters for postages, accruing prior to January 
Ist, 1834, 300,000. 

The books from which this estimate was drawn have been 
examined by the committee, and the result of that examination 
leaves no doubt that the amount of this credit is greatly exag- 
gerated. 

It appears that the receipts of the department for the last 
quarter of the year 1833, according to the best estimate that can 
be furmed, (the books and accounts not having been made up 
as they should have been), amounted to 


$467 ,449 
That there was deposited by several postinasters in 
banks, during said quirter, for the use of the de- 
partment 332,904 


Leaving an apparent balance outstanding in the 


hands of postmasters, of $134,545 


But it is understood that considerable sums were received 
Tom postmasters, exclusive of the deposites in banks, which 
are estimated to reduce the amount in their hands for receipts, 
during the last quarter of 1833, to $83,725; which sum, resulting 
from the several data to which we have access, is fixed upon 
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as the nearest approximation to the truth, attainable within the 
lunited time, Which it was in our power to devote to this part 
of the investigation. We believe, however, that any person 
acquainted with the books, and the course of business of the de- 
partment, and whose attention should be exclusively devoted to 
the subject, could, in a little time, estimate the amount of debts 
due to the department, with a very near approach to accuracy; 
and that the officers of the department can, at any time within 
a few days, make an abstract statement of its fiseal coneerns 
atthe termination of any quarter, sufficiently aceurate for the 
ordinary purposes ol general information or legislation. 

‘Lhe officers of the department, also, estimated the amount 
due from postmasters for postages, acciuing within the Ist 
quarter of the year 1834, at $500,000 

Your committee examined as far as practicable, the data upon 
which this estimate was inadc, and they have reason to believe 
that this sum is also much above the true amount. 
it is estimated by the chiefclerk of the department, that the net 

receipts for postages in the first quarter of 1833 will amount 
to $520,000 
Your committee have ascertained that there was de- 

posited in banks for the use of the department with- 


in that quarter, and prior to the lst day of April, $314,704 


ee 


Which will leave, of the receipts of that quarter, in 
the hands of postinasters, on that day, $205,704 
A considerable portion of this sum, probably, was received 

by the department in draughts on postmasters, but to what 

amount your committee have no means of ascertaining. They, 
therefore, take the above sum as the amount due for that quar- 

ter on the Ist of April, 1884. 

‘This estimate of the sums due and outstanding, will still ap- 
pear large, if we compare it with the amount of similar claims 
under a former andministration; at a time, too, when the de- 
partment was notinvolved in debt, and had no particular rea- 
sons to press its colleetions with peculiar urgency. It appears 
by the first report of the present postmaster general, made on 
the 24th of November, 1829, that on the Ist day of July of that 
year, the whole amount due and outstanding, in the hands of 
postmasters and others, was $94,400 21; and we can see no 
good reason why the amountof balances should have been suf- 
fered to rise to $289,429, much less to the enormous sum of 
$800,000, as is estimated by the chief clerk, especially at a 
time when the department is insolvent, and borrowing from 
banks, and overdrawing its deposites daily, and even descend- 
ing to ask the eredit of individuals to sustain it in its most ne- 
cessary functions. 

But, admitting the sum estimated by your committee to be 
due from postmasters, the credits of the department will stand 
thus: 

Amount of available debts for postages accruing within the 
quarter ending the Ist day of January, 1834, $83,725 

Do. do. for postages accruing in the quarter 
ending the Ist day of April, 1834, 205,704 

Funds deposited in solvent banks 31,546 


Making the aggregate of credits considered available, $320,975 
‘he amount of debts due on that day, as stated by the officers 
of the department, was $1, $23,600 
Balance against the department on final settlement of all its 
accounts, would be, except old balances prior to the lst of Oc- 
tober, 1833, $803,625 
The above estimate of the sums due from the department, is 
taken entirely upon the credit of the officers of the bureaux to 
which the superintendence of those accounts properly belong. 
They profess to have given them with all practicable aceuracy, 
and your committee, having no particular reason to doubt their 
correctness, have not gone into an investigation to test them. 
With respect to the credit and outstanding claims of the de- 
partunent, your committee could not place the same reliance on 
the general estimate presented to them, The amount was much 
larger than they had reason to suppose was Correct from their 
knowledge of the general course of business in the department; 
and their investigation has satisfied them that the error was 
even jarger than they at first anticipated, amounting, as has 
been already shown, to upwards of $500,000. 

Your committee have also made, and here present, an esti- 
mate of the revenue and expenditures of the department for the 
last quarter of the year 1833, by which it will be seen that, 
without some real and substantial reform in the management of 
its concerns, there is little prospect that it will extricate itself 
from the present embarraesments. 
lt appears, as stated above, that the receipts for post- 





ages in that quarter amounted to $467 449 
The transportation for the same quarter 

amounted to $522,714 
Add incidental expenses to 27,935 
Total expenditure, $550,109 
Excess of expenditure over the revenue $82,660 


Which continuing in the same ratio throughout the 
year, would bear an annual deficit of $340,640 
An opinion was expreseed by the immediate predecessor of 
the present postmaster general, iv his report of November 13, 
1827, that the department, by a vigilant administration of its af- 
fairs, would be able to supply all the wants of the community, 
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and in a few years to pay into the treasury an annual sum of 

,000. This estimate seems to have been grounded upon 
the rapid increase of the receipts for postages, the improvement 
of roads and means of conveyance, and the great and increas- 
ing number of passengers in the stages, which add to the profits 
of the contractor, and thereby lessen the cost of transportation 
of the mail. And your committee entertain no doubt that, had 
its affairs been conducted prudently, with a view to the public 
interest, the anticipation would at this time have been realized; 
unless, indeed, it should have been thought expedient to reduce 
the postages, and thus relieve the community from a part of 
its present burden in the transactiun of business, and the gene- 
ral diffusion of knowledge. 

In order to present this subject more distinctly to the senate, 
your committee have taken, and lere present, a comparative 
view of the revenue and expenditures of the department for the 
four first years preceding, and the four years next following, the 
time at which it was placed under the superintendence of the 
present postmaster general. 

They find that, on the first July, 1825, there was a surplus 
fund of $283,089 00 
That on the Ist July, 1829, the surplus fund was, 

according to the statement of the former post- 

master general, 
But according to the statement of ihe present post- 
master general, it was reduced to 


289,140 17 
230,489 00 





Which, for the purpose of the present estimate 
merely, your committee assume to be correct. 
And on this supposition, the available funds of 
the departinent were diminished in four years, 

The receipts for postages during that four years, 
were 6,167 519 00 


And the expenditures for the four years &6,220,119 00 
The amount of funds sunk by the department singe it came 

under the superintendence of the present postmaster general, 

beyond the amount ofits receipts, is 

Ist. The eum on hand, according to his statement on the Ist of 


52,600 00 














July, 1829, $230,489 
Amount of debts on the Ist of April, 1834, over and 
above ite available funds, 803,625 
Aggregate, $1,034,114 
Four-fifths of that sum supposed to have been ex- 
pended in the four first years of the present post- 
master general $827,271 
And the aggregate revenues of the department for 
those four years, was $8,731,032 
Making the aggregate expenditures for the last nam- 
ed four years $9,558,303 





Excess of expenditures over the preceding four 

years, $3,338,184 

Within that time, some new mail routes were established, 
and some improvements were made in previously existing 
rontes, but all these bear a very small proportion to the in- 
crease of expenditures. Possessing, therefore, as this depart- 
ment has done, those increased elements of prosperity and 
means of usefulness, it appeared obvious to your committee 
that there must have been mismanagement of its affairs, and 
a lavish expenditure of its funds, to reduce it in so short a time 
to its present insolvent condition, and to render necessary the 
appropriation of so large a sum as four hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars from the treasury to enable the postmaster general 
to redeem its credit, and carry on its essential operations. 

And before determining whether they should recommend 
such appropriation, your committee thought it their duty to 
ascertain, as far as practicable, the accuracy of the several of- 
ficial statements which were made to them,as well as those 
which have from time to time been transmitted to congress 
touching the condition of the department; also, that they should 
investigate the cause of the sudden insolvency of this import- 
ant department of the government, which has heretofore sus- 
tained itself from its own resources, which, in former years, 
actually contributed 1,103,063 dollars to the general revenues of 
the country, and which wags, but a few years since, in a most 
flourishing and prosperous condition. 

The prosecution of that inquiry was attended with much dif- 
ficuity and embarrassment. 

The annual reports of all contracts entered into by the de- 
ee within the preceding year,* have in two instances, 

een wholly omitted by the postmaster general, and, in a third, 
the report came in too late to be referred to by your committee, 
and to aid them in their investigation. No answer has yet been 
given by the secretary of the treasury to a resolution of the se- 
nate adopted on the 11th day of March last, on motion of one of 
your committee, which calls for copies of the duplicates of con- 
tracts, bids and extra allowances which the law requires} should 
be filed in the office of the comptroller of the treasury. ‘The 
duplicates of contracts and bids are said to have been consum 
ed in the treasury building; and it was also communicated to us 
by theefficer employed to answer the call, that no statement of 


*Law of 1808, v. 2, p. 1,092. 
¢1825, vol. 3, p. 1,088, s. 10. 














extra allowances had been filed there by the present postmaater 
general. And the report of the postmaster general, which ac- 
companied the president’s message at the Opening of the pre- 
sent congress apprizes us that bis prior reports, as to the liabi- 
lities and resources of the department, are erroneous. Thus 
the checks, few and inefiectual as they are, which the law im- 
poses upon the transactions ef the deparunent, having been in 
a great measure disregarded, or rendered abortive, and no cer- 
tain means being left us to determine the accuracy of the state- 
ments and reports issuing from it, except by causing calcula- 
tions to be made in all cases where there were data to found 
them, and by comparing these reports with themselves, and 
with each other, your committee adopted this course and thus 
they believe have been able to arrive at a conclusion very near- 
ly correct, as to the general value of those reports and state- 
ments. 

In order to account for the increase of expense in the trans- 
portation of the mail, the postmaster general has, in his several 
annual reports, presented us an enormous increasé also of mail 
transportation. In his report accompanying the presidents’s mes- 
sage of December, 1832, he states that the annual transporta- 
tion of the mail on the Ist of July, 1829, was 13,700,000 miles; 
and in that accompanying the president’s message, at the comm- 
mencement of the present session of congress, he states that on 
the lst day of July, 1833, it was 26,854,485 miles, making an in- 
crease of transportation from the Ist July, 1829, to the Ist July, 
1833, of 13,154,485 miles. 

From the knowledge which your committee possessed of the 
general situation and business of the department at those pe- 
riods, it appeared to them that the statement carried the siamp 
of improbability upon its very face. They, therefore, for the 
purpose Of ascertaining as nearly as possible the state of the 
matter, called on the officers of the department for the particu- 
lar data on which they had founded their estimates, and asked 
also for the original paper showing the calculations; but they 
were told that those papers were all destroyed. Your com- 
mittee having subpenaed doctor Phineas Bradley to attend be- 
fore them, and give evidence, placed in his hands the advertise- 
ments fur mail contracts, and the book containing the state- 
ment of extra allowances, and gave directions that he should 
be furnished with all such information from the department as 
would enable him to make a ful! and fair estimate; and they 
instructed him to make out and report to them, under oath, a 
true statement of the amount of transportation, in miles, at the 
periods above mentioned. After he had proceeded very far 
with his estimates, and was nearly ready to make his report, 
your committee was informed, through their chairman, that the 
calculations from which the report of transportation for 1832, 
was made out, had been found, and that a copy could be farnish- 
ed. It was accordingly furnished, but came too late for your 
committee to compare it with the actual routes and with the 
advertisements and books of the department. And it contains 
nothing of itself to enable us to determine on its correctness. It 
stands, therelore, on precisely the same ground with that of the 
aunual reports above mentioned, and requires the same evi. 
dence to sustain it. 

The report of doctor Bradley, in whose diligence, integrity 

and knowledge of the subject, we have the fullest reliance, is 
hereto attached, verified by his oath. It shows that the tranps- 
portations of the mail, on the Istlof July, 1829, just after the 
department came under the superintendence of the present 
postmaster general, was 15,209,039 miles, being 1,509,039 miles 
more than it is stated in the annual report above referred to, and 
that the transportation on the Ist of July, 1833, was 21,156,844, 
instead of 26,854,485, being 5,697,651 miles less than the post- 
master general has reported it. 
4, Thus, by underrating the amount of transportation at the time 
he came into office, and exaggerating it since that time, the 
postmaster general has fallen into an error, as to the amount 
which he has increased the transportation of the mail, of no Jess 
than 7,206,690 miles. 

Your committee, not having performed personally the labor 
of this part of the examination, cannot vouch for the accuracy 
of the above estimates, but they believe them to be nearly cor- 
rect; and, if they err, that the error will be found to be approach- 
ing too near, rather than in departing too widely, from the state- 
ments in the official reports of the department. 

The annual expenses of transporting the mail, under existing 
contracts, with all improvements, was, by the report of the post- 
master general of the 30th Nev. 1833, set down at 2,033,289 42 
The Blue Book of Sept. 1832, gives the aggregate of 

all mail contracts and extra allowance at ..1,992,920 14 
Making a difference of expenditure not accounted 

for, of $40,396 28 

This difference is wholly unexplained. No answer has yet 
been given to a call made by the senate, on the Ilth day of 
March last, on a resolution offered by one of your committee, 
for a statement of the sums paid for transportation and extra 
allowances, if any, omitted in the Blue Book. which would have 
enabled them to present an explanation of the discrepancy; and 
we can perceive of no mode of accounting for it, consistent with 
the correct administration of the department, and a careful and 
accnrate examination of the papers which issue from it, aud un- 
der its official authority. 

Your committee bas also caused to be selected from the re- 
port (of extra allowances) made by the postmaster genera! (0 
the senate un the 5th day of March last, all that have been there 
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set down as subsisting allowances since the 29th day of June, 
1833, which ought to inciude ail that are embraced in the Blue 
Book. haf 

Their aggregate, by that report, amounts to $351,573 30 
Their aggregate, by the Blue Book, is 377,947 66 


Making a difference of 25,374 36 
Thus the Blue Book gives an aggregate less than the annual 
report, of 40,369 U2} 
Aud the report of March 3, 1834, less than the Blue 
Book 25,374 36 











Error between the aunual report and the report of 

March 3d, 1834 $66,743 664 

The postmaster general, in his annual report accompanying 
the president’s message of Dec. Ist, 1832, states a surplus of 
available funds, afier defraying all the expenses of the depart 
ment down to the Ist of July, 1832, at $202,811 40 
In his report, of Nov. 30, 1833, he says, that, in- 

stead of having had on hand that amount of avail- 

able funds, the department was at that time real- 

ly indebted beyond the whole amount of its re- 


sources, including its credits 2.844 40 





Showing an admitted error in that report, of $205,655 60 

{u descending to the items, and comparing One by one the 
contracts, as set forth and certified in one report of the postinas- 
ter general, with the same Contracts as set forth in another of 
his reports, are discrepancies still more remarkable. Your 
committee have set forth a few of these instances by way of ex- 
ample. 

The postmaster general,in his report of the 18th of April, 
1832, (Doc. 212, p. 12), states that Stockton and Neill had con- 
tracted to carry the mail on routes Nos. 1,201, 1,202, 1,309 and 
1,400; that is to say, from Cumberland to Wheeling, Washing- 
ton to Frederick aud fiom Frederick to Winchester, at $7,000 








erannum. 

By the advertisements, these routes were to go into operation 
on the Ist of January, 1832. 

In his report to the senate, of the 3d of March, 1834, (Doc. 
138, p. 204), he states the same coutract at 15,950 dollars per an- 
num, exclusive of enormous extra allowances, which, as they 
do not relate to the branck: of the subject now under cousidera- 
tion, we pass by for the present. The difference between the | 
report of this contract in April, 1832, and March, 1834, is 8,950 








dollars per annum, amounting, in the four years, the duration 
of the contract, to 35,000 dollars. 

In his report of April 18, 1832, (Doc. 212, p. 17), he states 
that R. C. Stockton and William Neill are coutractors to carry | 
the mail on route No. 1,501, and others, including a large 
number of routes, principally in Ohio, at an annual compensa- 


ee 





tion of $30 ,000 
In his report of March 3, 1834, (Doc. 138, p. 210), he 

states that Win. Neill & Co. are contractors on the 

same routes, at an anuual compensation of 50,410 
Making a difference in favor of the contractor, per an- 

num, of 29,410 
During the contract, of 81,641 | 


in his report of April 18, 1832, (Doc. 212, p. 4), he states that 
Reeside & Slaymaker are contractors for carrying the mail from 
Philadelphia to Pittsburgh, at an anuual compensation of 7,000 
From Pittsburgh to Washington 1,250 





Making, in the aggregate 8,250 

In his report of March 3, 1834, (Doc. 138, p. 199), he states 
the contract as from Philadelphia to Pittsburgh, from Pittsburgh 
to Washington, and from Washington to Wheeling, at an annu- 





al compensation of 27,070 
Making a difference, per annum, of 19,750 
And in four years, of 79,000 


The line from Washington to Wheeling is included in the 
contract of Stockton and Neill, in the reportof April, 1832. 
(Doc. 138, p. 204.) Itis not mentioned as a part of the contract 
of Reeside and Slaymaker. 

In his report (Duc. 212, p. 2), of the 18th of April, 1832, the 
postmaster general states that James Reeside is the contractor 
lor carrying the mail from Philadelphia to New York daily, at 





an annual compensation of $6,000 
In his report (Doe. 138, p. 186) of March 3, 1834, he 
States the same contract as twice a day, and the 
compensation per annum at 20.500 
14,500 


Making a difference, per annum, of 





And in four years, of $58,000 


These are but a few out of a numerous Class of cases, many 
of Which will be set out at large in a subsequent part of this re- 
port. From them your committee has been constrained to draw 
Conclusions most unfavorable to the general accuracy of the de- 
Pirtment, and though all, or nearly all, of the cases which fol- 
low have been differently represented in different reports of the 
department, they are not selected with a special view to that 
Circumstance. We detail them because they form parts of 
tlansactions with individuals, some, it is true, of sunall import- 
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ance, and others of great magnitude, but altogether involving 
almost every conceivable variety of abuse; some of them in 
direct violation of law, and some subversive of the common 
principles of justice aud fair dealing between man and man. 

The first case examined by your committee was a contract 
with General George Llouse, of Gallipolis, in the State of Ohio, 
wud the following is the transaction, somewhat in detail, as it 
appeared in evidence. 

At the lettings (Doc. 117, p. 5), in October, 1830, route No. 
1,975, from Colesmouth to Gallipolis, was taken by John Black 
at the yearly compensation of $394, commencing on the Ist of 
January, 1831, and ending the 3ist December, 1834. 

On the files of the department, is a letter from Llouse to the 
postmaster general, dated at Washington, January 28th, 1831, 
in Which he proposes to carry the mail three times a week ina 
steamboat from Charleston, Keuhawa, to Gallipolis, at $30 per 
mile, per annuum, to commence as soon as his boat should be 
ready in the spring; and he adds, that his proposition is made in 
pursuance of a request or directions of the departinent made to 
judge Hayward in December (then) last. The estimated dis- 
tance sixty-four miles, equal to $1.920 a year. 

In a communication from O. B. Brown to the postmaster ge- 
neral, dated the llth of February, 1831, be states the offer of 
George House at $1,000 for carrying the mail twice a week ina 


| Steamboat on the same route, and that the steamboat will be 


ready ‘say the first of April;”? he suggests that the contract with 
Black may be suspended, and asks ‘‘shall it be done?” ‘The post- 
master general endorses on the paper “let it be done;?? and 
thereupon Black received orders to discontinue his route from 
the lst of April, 1831. No contract appears to have been exe- 
cuted by House, and Black continued to carry the mail on horse- 
baek as his sub contractor. The effect of the whole transaction 
was to shift the contract out of the bands of Black, and place it 
in the hauds of House, whois well known as an active and influ- 
ential political partisan. A letter written by House to the post- 
master general on the 2d of August, 1831, states that he had not 
yet got his steamboat prepared, and does not know when he 
shall; and it seems that he never did, for the mail is still carried 
on horseback on that route. 

At the letting of contracts in October, 1831, route No. 1,588, 
from Chillicothe to Gallipolis, was bid off by A. L. Ross, at 
$1,100 per annum, the mail to be carried three times a week in 
four-horse post coaches. His bid was accepted, and, in the re- 
port (Doe. 212, p. 20), of the 18th of April, 1832, he appears as 
the contractor, 

On the 7th day of October, 1831, a letter was written by O. 
B. Brown to Ross, informing him that the acceptance of his bid 
was suspended, and that the department wished him to give it 
up, as it was important that the stage line from Chillicothe to 
Gallipolis, should be connected with the steamboat line from 
Gallipolis to Charleston: Ross reluctantly yielded to the requi- 
sition, and the mail upon that route was carried by House, for 
some time, but without any contract and without any written 
and accepted offer. ‘There was exhibited to your committee a 
letter from House to O. B. Brown, without date or post mark, 
in which he says he las carried the mail from Chillicothe to 
Gallipolis, and from Gallipolis to Colesmouth, since the Ist of 
January, 1832, without any contract; and in this letter was en- 
veloped and filed, a paper, also without date, containing a pro- 
position by general House to carry the mail three times a week 
in four-horse post coaches from Chillicothe to Gallipolis, and 
three times a week from Gallipolis to Colesmouth, on borse- 
back, for the yearly compensation of $2,600. On the back of 
this paper is endorsed, in the handwriting of the postmaster ge- 
neral “allowed to take place from the Ist of January, 1832.”’ All 
these papers, and the filing and entries upon them, are without 
date. and the officers of the department can give no account of 
the time of their execution. Some accidental writing in pencil 
on one of the papers does, however, lead to the conclusion that 
they are all of very recent origin, and the contract which was at 
last executed, pursuant to this proposition, appears by the jurat 
to have been executed on the 27th day of April, A. D. 1833. 

Thus were there two contracts transferred from their legal 
owners, against whom there was no complaint, to gen. George 
House, ataclear loss to the department of $1,206 a year, amount- 
ing in the four years to $4,824, which sum is, in effect, a gift to 
that individual, made in violation of law, and under a succes- 
sion of pretences, which had no foundation in fact. 

By the act of the 15th day of June, 1832, a mail route was es- 
tablished from Chicago to Green Bay, in the territory of Michi- 
gan; butin the proposals published by the department on the 
24th of July following, this route is not included, and no notice 
whatever was published by order of the department for propo- 
sals on thatroute. O. B. Brown, an officer in the department, 
who made out the list of proposals, being sworn, stated it as his 
belief, that the omission happened in consequence of the law 
establishing the post routes not having been published at the 
time he made out the advertisement, and that he took it from a 
copy of the bill which afterwards underwent alteration. It ap- 
pears that the law was approved on the 15th day of June, 1832; 
the advertisement was signed by the postmaster general on the 
24th of July following; and it further appears, that this route 
was upon the bill ag it was first introduced into the house, and 
was never struck out, or underwent the slightest elteration, 
during its progress. 

John T. Temple, then a clerk in the department, made outa 
bid in the name of Asahel Saverr, of Michigan, by which he of- 
fered to transport the mail on horseback on that route once in 
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two weeks, for 3,000 dollars, or once a week for 3,500 dollars a 
year, which was accepied. There was afterwards a represen- 
tation wmade by Asahel Savery, in the handwriting of Join T. 
Teinple, stating that the bid was too low, and that he would 
suffer very heavy Joss by the contract. ‘The distance is two 


hundred and filty miles. The fair value of the service does not 
exceed 1,200 or 1,500 dollars. 


The postmaster general, upon this representation, made an 
additional allowance of 1,000 dollars a year, and the contract 
was accordingly executed by Savery, and assigned to Temple. 

In this manner Dr. Temple, by means of his situation in the 
department, obtained a contract giving him 4,500 dollars, for 
carrying the mail 250 miles on horseback weekly, for which 
service it is believed 1,500 dollars would be a very large com- 
pensation; much more indeed than the state of things would 
justify. The route is an unimportant one, the net amount of 
postage received upon it, after leaving Chicago to its termina- 
tion at Green Bay inclusive, falls short of the oue-tenth part of 
the sum given to ‘l'emple on this contract, which aggregate sum 
equals, it is believed, the net proceeds of postages received in 
the whole territory of Mighigan. 

Prior to the lettings in October, 1831, Lindsay and Sharffen 
were contracters for carrying the mail from Hagerstown to 
McConnelisburgh, and at those lettings they again bid to carry 
the mail three times a week, in four-horse post coaches, at 300 
dollars, or daily at 600 dollars a year. James Reeside bid for 
the same at 40 to 99 dollars improved. The bid of Reeside was 
accepted, and he is set down, in the report of the postmaster 

eneral of the 18th of April, 1832, as the contractor, at 40 dol- 
ars a year. In the report of extra allowances of the 3d of 
March, 1334, no extra allowance on this contract is noted, but 
in that part of the same report which gives a statement of the 
retrenchments ordered, this route is noted thus (in page 253) 
**1,231, Hagerstown to McConnelisburgh, James Reeside four 
weekly trips, reduced 700 dollars. Not understanding precisely 
how 700 dollars could be deducted from 40 dollars, without first 
adding something to the lesser sum, a member of your commit- 
tee, who happened to discover the discrepancy, gave to their 
clerk a written paper, stating the difficulty and requesting an 
explanation, and asking also for a copy of some papers, which 
it was suppesed would slow the true nature of this and one 
Other transaction. ‘There was much delay and prevarication 
before any distinct answer was given to the inquiry, and then 
the postmaster general declined answering it, because it was 
not signed by the chairmaa of the committee. This difficulty 
was removed. The chairman signed the paper, and some few 
days after, and after the arrival of James Reeside, the contrac- 
Lor, in the city, the postmaster general sent in his answer on the 
15th day of May, 1834, which accompanies this report. 

In this, he says, that alter the contract was adjudged to Ree- 
side on his bid of 40 dollars or 99 doliars improved, lie was or- 
dered to run daily, instead of tri-weekly, and the amount of 
compensation for increased service was left unsettled. The re- 
port goes on to state that Reeside represented to the postmaster 
general that there had been two mistakes in his bid; that he had 
inade it out in pencil marks, and bis clerk had blundered in co- 
pying it. That the 40 dollars was intended for 1,400, and the 
99 dollars, which occurred twice, was intended for 1,999, and 
the postmaster general adds that O. B. Brown reported to him 
at auother time these sayings of Reeside, and stated that there 
was no other bid on this route. Mr. Reeside was therefore al- 
lowed to correct his bid, making it 1,400 and 1,990, instead of 
40 and 99. The report proceeds to say that Mr. Brown also was 
mistaken; that there were in fact several other bids, and that, as 
soon as this was made known to the postmaster general, he 
promptly informed the contractor that his contract should be 
réduced to the amount at which it would have been fixed had 
he known the other bids at the time it was arranged. The time 
at which this discovery was made, and the notice given not be- 
ing named in the report of the postmaster general, your commit- 
tee inquired of him on that subject, and he stated that it took 


lace after he received the before mentioned informal inquiry 
rom a member of the committee. 


It is proper to add that other inquiries, informal as that when 
first presented had been theretolore amended without objec- 
tion; and your committee cannot resist the conclusion that the 
hesitation at first manifested, and the refusal at last to answer, 
was merely for the purpose of gaining time, and waiting the ar- 
rival of the contractor (who had been subpa@naed by your com- 


mittee) that a better countenance might be put upon it than its 
naked features exhibited. 


James Reeside is also contractor for carrying the mail from 
Baltimore to Chambersburgh, 77 miles, daily, four horse post 
coaches, at 1,900 dollars a year, from the Ist of January, 1832. 
The schedule was so changed on the 29th December, 1832, as 
to leazen the time, and consequently, to increase the speed, but 
the difference was so light as to be wholly unnoticed by a sub- 
contractor on a part of the route, who was examined by your 
committee; and on the 18th of April, 1832, long after the change 
of the schedule, the contract is reported to congress (Doc. 212, 

. 15),as subsisting at 1,900 dollars. In the report of the 3d of 

arch, 1834, which professes to give al! the extra allowances. 
there is none stated on this route, but in that part of that report 
which gives the curtailment of mail faciliticss (Doe. 138, p. 253), 
the “increased expedition”? is reduced to 1,595 dollars yearly; 
and, on examination of the books of the departinent, it appears 
that the contractor did in fact reecive on that route 3,495 dol- 




















lars yearly, instead of 1,900 dollars; to which sum, and no 
more, be was entitled by fair and legal contract. 

The increased expedition was of importance to the contractor 
to enable him to compete with other rapid lines in the transpor. 
tation of passengers, but it dots not appear to have been of any 
considerable value to the public, and had it been of importance 
the increased compensation is much too great for the additional 
service rendered. 

It is stated in the report of the 18th of April, 1832, (Doe. 29 
p. 2), that James Reeside is the contractor for the transportation 
ofthe mail on the route from Philadelphia to N. York, in four- 
horse post coaches, daily, at an annual compensation of 6,000 
dollars, for four years from the Ist day of January, 1832, 

By the report of the 3d of March, 1834, the contract is stated 


at twice a day, and the annual compensation (Doc. 138, p. 186), 
at 


] $20,500 
He was allowed (p. 187), for extra services, a yearly 
compensation of 5,125 
Increasing the compensation on this route from 6,000 
dollars, the legal contract, to 25,625 
And an express mail was ordered to be run on the 
same route, ata yearly compensation of *e, 3,150 
Making the grand total, yearly 28,775 


In his report of the 18th of April, 1832, (Doe. 212, p. 131), the 
postmaster general states that James Clark is the contractor for 
earrying the mail froin Bedford to Blair’s Gap, and from Blair's 
Gap to Cumberland, once a week, on horseback, from the Ist 
Jan. 1832, to the 3ist Dec. 1835, at a yearly compensation of 
#275. Inthe report of 3d March, 1834, (Doc. 138, p. 198), James 
Reeside is reported to be the contractor for carrying the mail on 
these routes, (Nos. 1,215 and 1,230), from Cumberland to Blair’s 
Gap, three times a week, in four horse post coaches, at an an- 
nual compensation of 4,500 00 
And on the 25th of February, 1833, he was directed to 

run daily between Bedford and Blair’s Gap, at an ad- 


ditional compensation of 2,911 76 


-_— - - 


Thus the legal contract of 275 dollars has arisen to 7,411 78 
James Reeside and 8. R. Slaymaker were contractors for car- 
rying the mail from Philadelphia to Pittsburgh, for a yearly com- 





pensation of . 7,000 
From Pittsburgh to Washington, Pennsylvania 1 ,250 
Aggregate 8,250 


As by the report of the 18th of April, 1832, (Doe. 212, p. 4 ani 
11). 

In the report of the 3d of March, 1834, (Doc. 138, p. 199), they 
are stated to be contractors for carrying the mail on the same 
routes, and, in addition thereto, from Washington to Wheeling, 
in Virginia, (which is also covered by the conturact of Stockton 
and Neill), atan annual compensation of 





27,000 
On the 5th of May, 1833, there was made on this route 
a yearly extra allowance from April 1, 1832, of 10,000 
And there was ordered an express mail on the same 
route, to be run by James Reeside, from Philadelphia 
to Pittsburgh, ata yearly allowance of 3,150 
Increasing the compensation on this route from $8,250, 
yearly, to $40,150 


The above are but a few out of the many contracts held by 
James Reeside and others his partners. The allowances in the 
above cases, beyond the amount of their open bids and fair and 
legal contracts, in $62,316 78 a year; amounting, during the 
continuance of their contracts, to the enormous sum of $249,267 
12, given to these contractors by the department, without ad- 
vertising and without competition. 

The amount of these allowances were somewhat reduced on 
the Ist of December last, in consequence of the insolvency of 
the department. 

It will be noticed in these and many similar cases of favored 
contractors, that, where they are concerned, competition is ab- 
solutely put down, and the notice published pursuant to law, 
inviting competition and the public biddings, are but mere masks 
to cover their secret transactions. The route is not advertised 
as itis to be run; and before it is put into operation, some iin- 
provement, generally comporting with an alternative proposi- 
tion in the bid, is ordered, and the original contract is merged 
and lost in the improvement. The compensation agreed to by 
the legal contract is, in some instances, so insignificant, that | 
is hardly worth adding in as an item in the aggregate allowance. 

But it has not been thought necessary, in all cases, to pre 
serve even the cover of increased services, as an excuse for 
these extra allowances. The 10,000 dollars yearly allowed to 
Reeside & Slaymaker, on the route from Philadelphia to Pitts- 
burgh, is wholly without this apology. The allowance was [or 
hardships incurred in the performance of a stipulated service, 
not for any thing done which their contract did not require of 
them. The whole hardship, too, as proved by the testimony of 
Reeside, was this: The mail was so heavy for three of their trips 
weekly, as to prevent their taking in a full load of passengers 
on those trips; by which it would seem that the department, 
after paying for the transportation of the mail on this route, 
something more than 30,000 dollars, was also held bound to pay 
the contractor extra for whatever expense and inconvenience 
the transportation of the mail might oceasion him. Or rather, 


to give the transaction its true character, this ten thousand dol 








~ 
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lars a year was a gift, out of the funds of the department, to 
these contractors: and there are some further circumstances at- | as well, and perhaps better, than the additional daily lines of 


tending it, which, on the most caretul inquiry by your commit- 
tee, are not satisfactorily explained. 

The evidence shews that Reeside & Slaymaker, represent 
two companies which share equally in the profit and loss on 
this line. The money aceruing for transportation is received 
by Reeside & Slaymaker, a moiety by each, and distributed by 
them to their respective companies. This extra allowance of 
cen thousand dollars was received by them on the Sth of May, 
1833, and no part of it has yet been paid over by either of them 
to their partners, or entered upon any account book of the com- 
panies. Reeside, on his examination, stated that they had kept 
this back to pay some old debts of the companies, which they 
supposed had been provided for, but which were, unexpectedly 
found to exceed the sum appropriated for their payment. But 
being specially interrogated, he stated that this unexpected de- 
ficit did not exceed five thousand dollars in the whole, and that 
it was not discovered to exist until about three months after 
the first ten thousand dollars of this extra allowance was re. 
ceived by him and Slaymaker. The whole amount so receiv- 
ed, and so retained by them on this account, appears to have 
been sixteen thousand six hundred and sixty-six dollars, sixty- 
six and two-thirds cents. The allowance of this money and its 
application are alike remarkble. 

There were also certain pecuniary transactions of a private 
nature, between these contractors and some of the officers of 
the department, which came under the notice of your commit- 
tee, which, in their opinion, merit consideration. 

Some time in the year 1832, O. B. Brown applied to Slayma- 
ker for a small loan of money, (300 dollars), which Slaymaker 
accordingly lent him, but took no note, and made no memoran- 
dum of the transaction, which took place in the presence of no 
one but themselves. At another time, Mr. Brown asked Slay- 
maker if he could lend him three thousand dollars at the usual 
rate of interest. This also was promised: and some time after, 
about the first of January, 1833, Mr. Brown renewed his request, 
and said he had made a purchase of the property of Dr. Temple, 
on the faith of the promised loan. The witness stated before the 
committee, that, at that time, he had not the required sum of mo- 
ney at command, but undertook to raise it, and accordingly did 
raise it, by means of draughts. ‘These draughts were two in num- 
ber, for fifteen hundred dollars each, drawn by Sam’! R. Slayma- 
ker on O. B. Brown, and endorsed by James Reeside, and pay- 
able at ninety days date. They were negotiated atthe West- 
ern bank, in Philadelphia, and sent to the Patriotic bank, in 
Washington city, for collection. They were paid at maturity 
by the proceeds of a draught drawn by James Reeside on O. B. 
Brown, for three thousand dollars, at ninety days. This 
draught was suffered to pass a day or two beyond its maturity 
without payment; but on the 18th of July it was paid out of the 
proceeds of a draught drawn by Samuel R. Slaymaker on James 
Reeside, for two thousand dollars, and one thousand dollars in 
cash paid by Slaymaker; and O. B. Brown, at the same time, 
drew on Reeside for two thousand dollars, which draughts 
were sentto the bank of Maryland for collection. It appears 
that neither Reeside nor Slaymaker made any charge, or kept 
any memoranda of these transactions; that they have no note 
or acknowledgment of Brown, showing his liability to them, 
unless it be the draughts which were taken up, which Slayma- 

ker says he thinks he preserved, but of which he does not pro- 

fess to be certain. He, nevertheless, denies absolutely that it 
was intended as a doceur or gratuity to Brown. Reeside states 
that Brown paid him one thousand dollars in part of this loan. 

But this transaction is the more remarkable when taken in con- 

nection with another, testified to by Edwin Porter, which will 

be found in another part of this report. In that case, Brown 
was, shortly before and shortly after this transaction, the lend- 
er of very large sums of money to Porter, on interest. 

It also appears that, in the spring or summer of 1831, Mr. 

Barry applied to Reeside, in Philadelphia, to assist him in ne- 

g£Otiating an acceptance for 1,000 dollars, to raise some money 

for his (Mr. Barry’s) individual use. Instead of doing this, 

Reeside advanced him the 1,000 dollars; and he stated before 

the committee that Mr. Barry paid it by his acceptance ata 

short date, which he (Reeside) negotiated in the Schuylkill 
bank. On inquiry of the cashier of the Schuylkill bank, we 
were informed that no such acceptance was negotiated there. 

Your committee, having collated the evidence touching these 

transactions, leave them without comment. 

In some of the contracts above examined, and many others 
that passed under the notice of your committee, very large 
sums of money have been paid by the department, for the es 
tablishment of a second, and sometimes a third, daily line on the 
same route. 


When the contracts for a regular daily mai! have been adver. 
tised and let out pursuant to law, your committee can look upon 
these expenditures in no other light than that of an enormous 
waste of the publie funds. Take, for example, the case of the 
contract from Philadelphia to Pittsburgh, and from Pittsburgh 
to Washington, brought up, as we have already shown, from 


8,250 dollars to 40,150 dollars—while a single mail, in each way 
daily, on that line, is all the public service, or the business of 
the country does require, or ever has required. Additional | Making an aggregate of 
lines of stages there are convenient only for the transportation ‘ 


of passengers, and. whenever the business of the country re- 


quires them, they epring up of themselves without the aid of | —— 


individual enterprise, serve the interest of the travelling public 





coaches, all subject to the control of the same individuals, 
which, under the name of additional mails, are sustained by 
enormous bounties out of the public purse. “d 

The monopoly set up by the establishment of these additional 
daily mails, and express mails, is 8f the most pernicious 
tendency. ‘They enable the large mail contractors to put down 
and ruin any man who shall attempt to cempete with them in 
the transportation of passengers; and thus, for want of that 
wholesome competition which the natural course of things 
would otherwise create, are travellers delivered over to the 
mail contractors and their servants as a kind of property, to be 
dealt with, and disposed of, for the time being, according to 
their good pleasure, 

It is not the purpose of your committee, by these remarks, to 
arraign the conduct of any class of individuals. These men, 
like all others, pursue their own individual interest, and many 
of them labor assiduously for the comfort and accommodation 
ofthe public. Itis our purpose to mark the general tendency of 
things, and few travellers can have failed to observe that the com- 
fortand convenience of the passenger in the mail stage is promot- 
ed by the existence of an efficient opposition on the same route. 
But besides the general effect of these second and third daily 
mails to put down opposition lines, an agreement, of which that 
is one of the avowed objects, entered into between two large 
companies of contractors, each running those additional lines, 
and each in the receipt of very large extra allowances, appears 
to have been made with the approbation of the department, and 
filed among its archives to be safely keptand officially enforced. 
In one clause it binds the contracting parties, under a penalty, 
to transport no passengers for less than a stipulated price. It 
also binds them to use their efforts to put down an opposition 
line which appears to be established on one of their routes, and 
not to receive any passengers who shall have been carried on any 
part of the route in an opposition coach. 

Your committee have caused a copy of this agreement to be 
appended to this report, and they are of opinion that, as an act 
conntenanced, encouraged, or sanctioned by the department, 
or any of its officers, it is, in the above mentioned particulars, 
an unjust invasion of private rights. 

The express mails which have been above noticed by your 
committee, are, as far as they can ascertain, nothing more nor 
less than another line of mail coaches, sent for no special pur- 
pose, or on any special emergency; probably applied for because 
it was found profitable to run a third line of coaches for the 
transportation of passengers, and granted because they were 
applied for. Your committee look upon the expenditure of 
money to establish these second and third daily lines in no 
other light than that of a premium paid by the department to 
one line of passenger coaches, tending to give it the ascendan- 
cy over every other line. A striking case, in illustration of this 
view, occurs in the agreement above referred to. Stockton 
and Neill are the contractors on the line from Washington, 
Pennsylvania, to Wheeling—Reeside and others are contrac- 
tors on the route from Philadelphia, by Pittsburgh and Wash- 
ington, to Wheeling; thus running two mail lines from Wash- 
ington to Wheeling upon the same road. By the agreement re- 
ferred to, Reeside stipulated to run that route no oftener than 
each alternate day; in consideration of which, Stockton and 
Neill agree to carry Reeside’s mail on each of the other alter- 
nate days, without compensation, except at the option of Ree- 
side. The transportation of the mail is treated as a mere inci- 
dental business, not worth serious notice in a contract about 
passengers ant’ opposition lines. 

R. C. Stockton and Wm. Neill contracted to carry the mail 
from Cumberland to Wheeling; from Washington, Pennsylva- 
nia, to Steubenville; from Baltimore to Cumberiand; from 
Washington city to Frederick, and from Frederick to Winches- 
ter, from the Ist day of January, 1832, for four years, (see re- 
port of April 18, 1832, doc, 212, p. 12), at the annual compensa- 
tion of $7,000. 

But the contract was in fact executed, giving them a yearly 
compensation for the same line, with some variations, at $15,500 
And for increased expedition, and increased number of 

trips, making two lines of stages daily; which »as, as 

is believed, wholly unnecessary for the public ser- 

vice—they were allowed extra the yearly sum of 22,962 
Thus, upon a contract for 7,000 dollars, made pursnant 

to law, the department has, by means of hypothetical 

bids and extra allowances, transferred to the hands 

of these invividuals the yearly sum of $38,462 

R. C. Stockton and Wm. Neill were also contractors for car- 
rying the mail on seventeen mail routes, stated in the report of 
April 18, 1832, (Doc, 212, p. 17), at the annual compensation of 

$30,000 

*The contracts, however, appear to have been so modified 
and adjusted, after the acceptance of the bids, as to give them 
on the same routes the annual compensation of @50,410 
And they were allowed for extras, including an allow- 

ance for tolls aud ferriages, yearly 18,596 


$69,006 


Being an advance upon their reguiar legal contracts of $39,506 
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government. And those opposition lines, which are get up by 


‘1 *Le . of March 3. 1834, doc. 138, p. 210, 211. 
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The advance upon the other contracts above referred 


to is 31,462 





Making the yearly advance allowed on the two con- 


tracts of $70,968 





Which, during the four years of their continuance, 
amount in the aggregate to $283,872 
And this given without advertising and without competition. 
*R. C. Stockton is contractor for carrying the mail on routes 

Nos, 1,105, 1,111, 1,219, 1,371, 1,372, 1,387, 1,391, 1,395, 1,396, 

1,397, 1,398—24 miles daily, 61 miles thrice a week, 938 miles 

daily, 38 miles daily, 70 miles daily, 54 twice, 58 miles daily, 24 

miles once, 15 niles once, 30 miles once, at #14,950 
This contract has no schedule attached to it, and on its mar- 

gin it bas this memorandum: ‘All the improvements in this 

contract were ordered by the postmaster general from the be- 
ginning; he is therefore entitled to the stipulated sum of $20,150 
per annum additional.”’ 

It is also noted on the contract, and stated in the report of 
March 3. 1834,} that the express mail from Baltimore to Lan- 
caster ts discontinued, but no mention is made in that report or 
elsewhere, as your committee can discover, that such express 
mail was ever established. The improvements for which this 
enormous sum of $21,150 was allowed, are not indicated in any 
report made to congress. In the report of the 18th April, 1832, 
the contract is set down at $14,950, and nothing is any where 
said to the public of increased service or increased compensa- 
tion. The extra amount thus paid on this contract, without 
legal warrant or adequate consideration, during its continuance 
four years, is $80,600, besidesgie $3,150 a year paid for the ex- 
press mail on the same line. 

In the above case, it will be perceived that the contract is, 
in the aggregate, for eleven mail routes; so interweaving and 
complicating the transaction as to render it exceedingly difficult 
to unravel it, and to find whether the bids at which the routes 
were struck off, are the most favorable for the department, and 
still more difficult is it to ascertain the reality of any alleged 
improvements, and their actual value if they exist. The same 
objection occurs in numerous cases. Improvements are said 
to be made by expediting on one route, changing the schedule 
on another, and ordering additional trips on a third; so thata 
single contract is, in this manner, rendered so complex as to 
require the labor of several days to reduce it to its elements, 
and ascertain its true condition. 

E. Porter & Co. are contractors for carrying: the mail from 
Staunton, in Virginia, to Catlettsburgh, Kentucky, three times a 
week, in four-horse post coaches, from the Ist of January, 1831, 
to the 3lst of December, 1834, at an annual compensation of 
$7,566. 

On this contract, legal and regular in its inception, are en- 
grafted extra allowance compensation for extension and private 
contracts to the enormous yearly sum of $18,156. 

The two largest of the items which compose this extra sum, 
namely, $2,000 for extending a steamboat mail, between Guy- 
andotte, Virginia, and Cincinnati, Olio; and $11,000 a year for 
extending the steamboat mail to Louisville, is, in the opinion 
of your committee, not only an unnecessary and extravagant 
expenditure of the public funds, but is an act wholly unautho- 
rised by law. 

Every one acquainted with the situation of the country, and 
the course of business between those points, will be at once 
satisfied that it is unnecessary. Itis wholly immaterial whe- 
ther the mail be carried between those points in a two-horse 
coach or in a steamboat, provided it be carried safely; and the 
lines on which it was carried before the establishment of this 
route were ample for that purpose. No one travels in stages 
from Guyandotte to Cincinnati, or from Cincinnati to Louis- 
ville; and the aid of the department is not necessary to keep up 
a constant and regular communication by steamboats between 
them. ‘The establishment of this line was therefore unneces- 
gary, either for the transportation of the mail or the accommo- 
dation of passengers. 

It was also againstlaw. The general act of the 3d day of 
March, 1825, reducing into one the several acts regulating the 
post office department, in its Ist section, enacts, that the post- 
master general “shall provide for the carriage of the mail on all 
post routes that are or may be established by law.”? This 
clause contains his whole general authority for contracting for 
the transportation of the mail, and this does not authorise the 
setting up of this line of steamboats, inasmuch as the Ohio 
river between these points is not a legal mail route. But the 
authority bere exercised may be supposed to be conferred by 
the 5th section of the act which provides “that the postmaster 
genera! be authorised to have the mail carried in any steam- 
boat, or other vesse! which shall be used as a packet in any of 
the waters of the United States, on such terms and conditions 
as shall be considered expedient: provided, that he does not 
pay more than three cents for each letter, and not more than 
one-half cent. for each newspaper conveyed in such mail.’’ 
But it is perfectly clear to your committee that this provision of 
law was never intended to authorise, and does not authorise, 
the establishment of a steamboat line by contract for the purpose 
of carrying the mail; the whole frame and language of the sec- 
tion forbids it. “‘The postmaster general is authorised to have 





*April 18, 1892, doc. 212, p. 8. 
*Doc. 138, p. 151. 
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the mail carried in any steamboat which shall be used as q 
packet.”? He may avail himself of such means of transporta- 
tion when he finds it already existing, but he is not authorised 
to incur the expense of providing it. The law also provides 
that he shall not pay more than three cents for each letter, nor 
more than halfa cent for each newspaper so carried: a restric- 
tion wholly inconsistent with the supposition that he had pow- 
er Lo get up steamboat lines by contract for the transportation 
of the mail. And the reason that this is not permitted is obyj- 
ous; the expense of getting up a steamboat line, by contract 
for the transportation of the mail, is enormously disproportion. 
ed to the object; while, at the same time, the department may 
avail itself most advantageously of an existing line of packets 
for the cheap and expeditious transportation of the mail. Tie 
5th section of the act, above referred to, is a transcript of the 
3d section of the act of the 27th of February, 1815. And while 
the last named act was in force, it was thought expedient by 
the department to contract for carrying the mail from New Or- 
leans to Louisville by steamboats. But, as the power was jot 
supposed to be conferred by that law, a special act was passed 
on the 2d March, 1819, authorising such contract, with the ex- 
press proviso that the whole expense of sending the mail in 
steamboats should not exceed that of transporting the same by 
land. In the steamboat contracts made by the present post- 
master general, not the slightest attention is paid to the restric- 
tions in either of the above named statutes, and the sum paid 
for the transportation of the mail from Cincinnati to Louisville 
consumes greatly more than half the net revenue received by 
the department in both those cities. 

There is another transaction with the same individual, which 
is liable to the same and still stronger objections. 

It seems that a person by the name of Rhodes undertook to 
carry the mail from New Orleans to Mobile, but failed and 
gave up the contract. Afterwards Messrs. Stockton and Stokes, 
James Reeside, and Avery and Porter, undertook to carry the 
mail on the same route, three times a week in steamboats, for 
twenty-five thousand dollars a year. They also failed to com- 
ply. and their contract was also given up. Edwin Porter then 
undertook, by private agreement with the department, to carry 
the mail daily on that route in steamboats for four years, at 
forty thousand dollars a year, which agreement is still subsist 
ing. Within the last year there were one hundred and fifty 
failures on this improved line, for which the contractor says he 
is fined on the books of the department six thousand eight bun- 
dred dollars, yet no part of this sum appears to bave been re- 
tained out of his pay. On the contrary he was permitted to 
overdraw very largely, and his draft for twenty thousand dol- 
lars, accepted by the postmaster general, and not yet paid, was 
discounted some time since at New Oj:leans, to enable him to 
raise money to go on with the contract, which was likely to fail 
by the unskilfulness and inefficiency of his agent. This con- 
tractor, Edwin Porter, is also the borrower of large sums of mo- 
ney of Obadiah B. Brown—three thousand five hundred dol- 
lars early in the year 1832, and four thousand five hundred dol- 
lars in November 1833, making an aggregate loan of eight thou- 
sand dollars. 

‘The waste of money on this contract is enormous. The net 
proceeds of all the postages in the city of New Orleans, and the 
town of Mobile, are hardly sufficient to sustain’it. The law 
has been violated by entering into a contract to get up a steam- 
boat line for the transportation of the mail without any regard 
to legal restrictions. It was violated by the department when 
it entered into a contract for the transportation of the mail 
without an advertisement inviting public competition. And 
there is another feature in this and some other cases which 
your committee have examined, which, in their opinion, is de- 
serving of the most decisive condemnation. It is the blending 
and connecting the fiseal affairs of the department with those 
of individual contractors. ‘Thus, while advancing its funds, 
and lending its credit to this individual to enable him to repair 
his errors and carry on his contract, the department itself did, 
in several cases, callin the aid of other contractors to assist it 
in raising money to pay its ordinary and current expenses. 
Two instances of this kind are stated in the testimony of James 
Reeside. About two years ago, he drew a draft of six thousand 
dollars at the request of the department, and for its use, and got 
it negotiated at the Western bank of Philadelphia; and some 
time Jast winter he ‘‘arranged”’? ten thousand dollars through 
the assistant postmaster s8* New York, for the use of the de- 
partment. No other cases of the like kind are distinetly in evi- 
dence before the committee, but, from general information, 
they believe the practice to have prevailed to a considerable ex- 
tent. Your committee condemn this practice most decisively. 
In their opinion, it is placing the department in an improper 
and injurious connection with individuals. As a matter of 
mere prudence, independently of the question of power, it 
should neither venture its own money or plight its credit, to 
sustain any individual, much less should it ask pecuniary as- 
sistance of its eoniractors to enable it to keep up its credit. 
Those contractors should be required to do their duty, and they 
should be asked for nothing more. Favors are expected to be 
reciprocal, and if the department ask and receive them, it can- 
not deny when something is asked in return. But the depart- 
ment has placed itself in this undignified relation with its con- 
tractors. It has become the acceptor for one to enable him to 
sustain his credit and carry on his contract; and it has become 
the debtor to another for his name to enable it to raise money 
to answer its own pressing necessities. ‘The relationsin wl.ch 
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it is thus involved are partly the cause and partly the conse- 
quence of its present insolvent condition. ‘The individuals 
who, variously connected and combined, hold extravagant pri- 
vate contracts, and who receive extra allowances, which ex- 
haust the revenues of whole states, are the same who lend their 
credit to keep up the credit of the department—who furnish 
funds to pay off the debts and relieve the embarrassments of its 
chief officer—who advance large sums of money to enable 
another of its officers to purchase real estate ‘tat a reduced 
rice,”’—and who send presents of choice wines to furnish the 
tables of both. 
William Smith is the contractor for carrying the mail from 
Washington city to Lynchburg,* two hundred miles, three 





times a week, in four-horse post coaches, at the yearly com 

pensation of $6,000 
He was allowed for two changes of schedule, the proprie- 

ty and utility of which is not shown, 800 dollars and 

300 dollars, 1,100 
Fora daily mail from Washington to Warrenton, fifty- 

two miles, 1,200 
A daily mail from Warrenton to Orange court house, for- 

ty four miles, 1,600 


And a daily mail from Orange court house to Lynchburg, 
one hundred and six miles, 4,000 


Making an extra allowance yearly of $7,900 
The four additional trips per week were relinquished on 
the Ist December, 1833, in consequence of the insol- 


vency of the department, and there was deducted from 


the extra allowance ,900 
Leaving for no known increase of service the yearly al- 

lowance of ,000 
If we admit the change of schedule to be a meritorious 

cause for the allowance of 1,100 
The contractor is, in that case, released from all his addi- 

tional trips, for which he was allowed 6,800 dollars, 

and bis compensation is reduced in consequence of it 

but 4,900, leaving him an additional yearly allowance 

of 1,900 


For which no service whatever is rendered. 


There is also an extra allowance of nine hundred and seven- 
ty-five dollars made to William Smithf for an extension of his 
line from Dobson’s X roads to Lexington, North Carolina. Prior 
to this arrangement, this mail went on the route from Dobson’s 
X roads to Salem, and from Salem to Lexington, which increas- 
ed his distance only seven miles, passing through a very flou- 
rishing town. This extension, as it is called, was therefore 
wholly useless, except so far as itserved the convenience of the 
contractor, and enabled him to draw off upon his newly adjust- 
ed line the passengers which had theretofore gone apon the old 
line of Peck and Welford. I[t does not touch a single post of- 
fice in the twenty-five miles whichis not also passed on the 
regular mail route established by law. 

The extra allowances made on this route of William Smith,t 
from Washington until it unites with the route of Peck and 
Welford, at Lexington, N. C. was 8,875 dollars, as stated in 
the report of the 3d of March, 1834. The true sum is believed to 
he larger, but taking that to be the actual amount, the eztra al- 
lowances exceed the whole net proceeds of postages on that line 
from Alexandria, where it first diverges from the line of Stock- 
ton & Co, to Lexington, where it unites with the line of Peck 
and Welford, by more than 2,000 dollars, including all the pos- 
tages of the large towns of Warren, Charlottesville aud Lynch- 
burg. 

E. P. Johnson is the contractor for carrying the mail on se- 
veral routea in Indiana, numbered 11, 17, 19, 23, 24, 25, 27 and 
41, from the Ist of January, 1830, to the 3lst of December, 1833, 
ata yearly compensation of 3,300 dollars. There are no less 
than eighteen different modifications and additions to this single 
contract, for which he receives in the aggregate yearly 14,502 
dollars 18 cents, in addition to what he receives by contract— 
amounting in the four years to 58,008 dollars 72 cents; and all 
ree by private arrangement, without advertisement or competi- 

ion. 


The net amount of postages received in the the state of Indi- 
ana, according to the raportof the postmaster general, on the 
28th of February, 1831, was 9,609 dollars 67 cents, falling short 
by 4,892 dollars 51 cents of paying the yearly extra allowance 
on this single contract. The increase of the postages during the 
continuance of the contract will not, in all probability, bring up 
the receipts to a sum sufficient to discharge these extra allowan- 
cesin the four years by the net proceeds of postages for the 
same four years in the whole state. 

§E. P. Johnson, John Hutchins, Joseph H. Hough, William 
Henny, and J. G. Chiles, are stated in the report of the postmas- 
ter general of the 18th of April, 1832, (Doc. 212, p. 22), as con- 
tractors for carrying the mail from Maysville to Louisville 
daily; from Frankfort to Nashville three times a week; from 
Louisville to Nashville six times a week; and from Lexington to 
Bean’s Station six times a week, in four-horse post coaches, at 
the annual compensation of 37,760 dollars. 


*Doe. 138, p. 157. 
tDoe. 138. p. 166. 
tDoe. 119 of 1830 and 183!. 
§Nos. 1,731, 1,740, 1,741, 1,742 and 1,746. 








Your committee called for the bids pursuant to which this 
contract Was made, and they find those that are marked accept- 
ed as follows: 

1,731. From Maysville to Louisville daily, in four- 
horse post coaches, one hundred and forty 
miles; also, from Lexington to Frankfort, 
thirty miles—E. P. Jolinson’s bid—(“‘aecepted 
and executed,’’) 

From Franktort, Kentucky, to Nashville, 
Tennessee, three times a week in four-horse 
post coaches, two hundred and six miles, 
Hough and Chiles, 1,740 and 1,741 improved— 
(‘taccepted and executed,’’, 

From Lexington to Bean’s Station, one hun- 
dred and seventy-one miles, twice a week, in 
four-horse post coaches, J. G. Chiles, (‘‘ac- 
cepted and executed,’’) 

From Louisville to Nashville, one handred 
and seventy-four miles, in four-horse post 
coaches, six times a week, to Bowling Green, 
and the remainder three times a week, E. P. 
Johnson & Co.—(‘‘accepted and executed,’’) 


4,500 00 
1,740. $4, 


7,080 00 
1,746. 


6,500 00 
1,742. 


4,500 00 


Amounting in the whole to $22,580 00 


Being less than the sum reported by the postmaster general 
in his report of April 18, 1832, by $15,180. 

Opposite the accepted bid on route 1,742, from Louisville to 
Nashville, is noted in red ink, ‘to run alternate between 
Franklin and Russellville at pro rata allowance,” showing that 
one of the routes which he run from Bowling Green to Nash- 
ville under this contract, passed through Russellville. 

1,743. And in doc. 212, p. 23, of April 18th, 1832, 
we find that John Gray receives on the route 





from Bowling Green to Nashville, 2,980 00 
And by the report of the 3d of March, 1834, (Doe. 
138, p. 218), he appears to be allowed for running 
three additional trips from Bowling Green to Rus- 
selville on the same route, 1,019 55 
Amounting to $3,999 55 


So it appears that John Gray is paid three thousand nine hun- 
dred and ninety nine dollars and fifty-five cents for carrying the 
mail from Bowling Green to Nashville, on the same route on 
which it is carried by E. P. Johnson & Co. as above. 

James F. Robinson contracted to carry the mail daily, in four- 
horse post coaches, from Cincinnati, Ohio, to Georgetown, 
Kentucky, 72 miles,in 14 hours, ata yearly compensation of 
1,000 dollars. His schedule was so changed that he was re- 
quired to run through in 12 hours, instead of 14, making part of 
the trip in the night; for which he was allowed the additional 
yearly compensation of 3,000 dollars. It is not perceived by 
your committee that the change of a schedule was at all essen- 
tial to the public interest. 

One among the many contracts of Avery, Tomkins & Co. 
and others who are connected with them, and whose contracts 
are interlaced with theirs, is taken as a specimen of another 
very large class of cases—a leading feature of which is compli- 
cation and confusion. 

The annual report of the postmaster general of the 25th of 
February, 1832, states that E. Porter, James Reeside, John H. 
Avery, Isaac Tompkins, D. A. Saltmarsh, Charles P. Mallett, 
John McLean, and Sidney Porter, are contractors on routes 
1,901, 1,902, 1,903, 2,047, 2,101, 2,102, 2,104, 2,105, 2,254, 2,255, 
2,352, 2,353, in stages and steamboats, at 67,950 dollars yearly. 

The postmaster general in his report of the 3d March, 1834,* 
states that Avery, Tompkins & Co, are contractors on routes 
Nos. 1,908 and 2,101, ata compensation of 24,000 dollars; and 
they received, for divers improvements on routes Nos. 1,903, 
2,101 and 2,102, which are all included in the grand aggregate 
of contracts above named, and also for improvements on 2,107, 
which is not included in it, an extra allowance yearly of 13,500 
dollars. Thus first grouping, and then dividing into smaller 
groups, and confounding one group of contracts with another, 
until it becomes impracticable to trace and reduce to their ele- 
ments their multiform transactions. ; 

After several other extras for improvements which result in 
daily mails, with increased expedition on these routes, and an 
increased allowance of 11,000 dollars a year, there occurs this 
extraordinary allowance: 

**For running, besides a tri. weekly line in a four horse wagon, 
so as to exclude passengers, and insure the regular arrival of the 
mail during the winter season, they were allowed,from Decem- 
ber 1, 1832, an additonal compensation, at the annual rate of 
two thousand five hundred dollars.”?” Thus, after paying these 
individuals a large compensation by contracts for carrying the 
mail, and giving them further large extra allowances for carry- 
ing it, they are paid two thousand five hundred dollars a year 
further extra for carrying it in a wagon. 

In examining the proportions which the money paid for the 
transportation of the mail bears to the receipts for postages in 
particular districts of country, and even in whole states, the 
disproportion is in some cases remarkable. 

The extra allowances of E. P. Johnson, on one single con- 
tract, as has been shown, consume the whole revenue of In- 
diana. 





—_———- _ 
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The eatra allowances of contractors in Virginia fall short, in 
but three hundred and thirty-five dollars, of swallowing up the 
whole revenue received by the department in that state. 

In North Carolina, the extra allowances fall short of the net 
receipts for postages six hundred dollars. 

in Alabama, the extra allowances are to the net proceeds for 
postages as two to one. 

The whole net proceeds of postages in Virginia, as appears by 
the postmaster general’s report of the 28th of February, 1831, 
wae seventy nine thousand two hundred and sixty-two dollars 
ninety-one cents. The whole cost for transportation in that 
state by the contracts of October, 1831, and allowances and ex- 


tra allowances made to contractors, is $233,959 
Falling short but $3,829 of three to one. 

The whole net receipts in Alabama were 22,678 
The cost of transportation within it is reported at 157,566 


Being something more than five to one. 

These estimates are subject to variation equal to the increase 
of postages in those states from January, 1830, until the con- 
tracts took effect, and the extra allowances were made. When 
those corrections are made, the disproportion between the net 
réceipts for postages, and the expenditures in those states, 
though lessened, Will still be enormous. 

The law contemplates that on new routes, and consequently 
in new states, a considerable expenditure should be allowed 
over and above the amount of receipts; bat even where the 
money is fairly and judiciously applied for the benefit of the 
public, there is a limit beyond which such expenditure is not 
permitted to pass without the consent of congress. By the 39th 
section of the act of 1825, reducing into one the acts regulating 
the post office department, it is provided “that it shall be the 
duty of the postmaster general to report annually to congress 
every post route which shall not, after the second year from its 
establishment, have produced one-third of the expenses of car- 
rying the mail on the same.”? 

If this provision of law had been attended to, the aggregate of 
the routes in Indiana, [inois and Alabama, ought to have been 
reported as unproductive routes; and Kentucky, Tennessee, 
North Carolina and Virginia, would but just have escaped its 
provisions; the expenditure in each of these last named states 
being more than double the amount of receipts. 

There aré two states which lie, side by side, nearly equal in 
population, extent of territory, and in the revenue which they 
yield to the department, which show a remarkable difference in 
the eums paid in each for the transportation of the mail. 

In Vermont there was received for 
the report of February 28, 1831, net 
In New Hampshire, 


postages, as appears by 
; $17,663 72 
16,338 82 


Difference in favor of Vermont 1,324 90 





There is paid for transportation in New Hampshire 38.818 96 
In Vermont 23,208 66 


Difference on the other side 15,610 30 


Your committee find no good reason for this disproportion of 
expenditure in these two states. 

Mr. Jefferson, in his letter to Nathaniel Macon, of May 14th, 
1801, says that ‘a very early recommendation had been given 
to the postmaster general to employ no printer, foreigner, or re- 
volutionary tory, in any of his offices.”’? Tlis reason for the ex- 
clusion of the PRINTER froin any connection with the post office 
department is obvious; and if we would preserve the press from 
corruption, and prevent it from exerting a corrupting influence 
over the community, that recommendation ought to be esteem- 
ed as a precept, and religiously observed in the present and in 
all future times. But this admonition has passed unnoticed, or 
is disregarded, by those who now conduct the affairs of this de- 
partment. Large sums of money appear te have been expend- 
ed in such a manner, that the obvious tendency of the expendi- 
ture, is to extend the influence of the department over the pub- 
lic press, and through that press over the people. 

William Smith, whose extra allowance, as stated in the Blue 
Book, (p. 256 and 258), amount to $11,129 a year, is the propri- 
etor of an efficient party press in Culpeper county, Virginia. 

Horatio Hill, said to be the conductor of a violent party press 
in the state of New Hampshire, is a contractor to carry the mail 
on no less than fifteen mail routes; and instead of extra allow- 
ances, his contracts are noted in the margin ‘WITH NEWSPAPER 
PRIVILEGE,”’? Which we understand to mean the privilege of car- 
rying and distributing newspapers at pleasure on his mail routes. 

Hay and Bennett were contractors for carrying the mail from 
Bellefonte to Meadville, in the state of Pennsvivania, from the 
Ist of January, 1828, to the 3lst of December, 1831. On the Sth 
of January, 1830, they obtained an extra allowance of $500 a 
year for increased expedition, and it is said that Bennett there- 
upon purchased an opposition press in Meadville, and arrayed 
it at once on the side of the administration. 

At the lettings in October, 1830, this route was advertised to 
run through in two days and seven hours. E. Platt & Co. bid 
for itat $1,980; Moore, Libo & Co. at $2,450, and Benjamin 
Bennett at 63350, pt. 525 $700” in broken bids, equal, it is be- 
lieved, to $1,575 for the whole route. The bid of Benjamin 
Besnettis marked accepted, and the acceptance erased, and 
thatof J. B. Bennett (the owner of the press) is accepted at 
$3,500, through in two days. But the schedule which appears 
to have heen made out at the time of executing the contracts 
states that, on account of the unusual freshets and destruction 





of bridges, and other materia! changes in the road since the 
15th of October, 1831, it is agreed to run the mail through in 
two days and a half each way, making five hours longer time 
than it was fixed at by the advertisement, and proposed for the 
other bidders, Supposing the bid of Benjamin Bennett to be 
fictitious, or made by arrangement, merely to enable the de- 
partment the better to transter the contract to J. B. Bennet 

there is still a difference between the next lower and valid bid. 
and that at which it was struck off, of $1,520 a year, equal in 
four years to $6,080, which appears to be the extra expense in- 
curred by the department to place this contract in the hands of 
a newspaper editor. 

The ‘‘incidental expenses,’? comprehending the secret service 
fund of the department, present an interesting subject for con- 
sideration. No law appropriates money for those expenses, 
Congress exercises no control over them. The postinaster 
general, at his mere discretion, selects the objects of his pa- 
tronage, which he dispenses from the revenue derived from 
postages, and is guided by that discretion alone in fixing the 
amount of that patronage. He may employ one printer and one 
travelling agent, or one hundred of each at his pleasure; and 
he may pay each of them as much as he pleases. If, by the 
improper exercise of this and his other unrestrained powers, 
the department becomes bankrupt, then, by the constructiou 
which he bestows on the constitution, he (not congress alone) 
may borrow any amount of money, on the credit of the nation, 
to supply the deficiency. Subjoined is a statement of these in- 
cidental expenses from the year 1790, prepared by a clerk, at 
the request of the committee, accompanied by a view of the 
‘contingent erpenses,’”’? and of the sums appropriated by law for 
the salaries of the officers of the department, which must not 
be confounded with the ‘incidental expenses.’? By this the se- 
nate will perceive that, from asum less than two thousand dol- 
lars, these expenses, under former administrations, gradually 
increased for many years, there being an average annual addi- 
tion of about one thousand dollars. In 1829, they had swelled 
to the sum of $56,471, exceeding the sum expended in any for- 
mer year; and in the year commencing July 1, 1832, embracing 
the period of the last presideutial eleetion, they amouuted to 
about $88,000, being a sudden increase of near 20,000 dollars 
over the corresponding expenditures of any former year. 

Of these expenses, no detailed account is required to be ren- 
dered to congress—no report of the various items whieh fornn 
their aggregate amount is published. The money to defray 
them constitute what may be emphatically called the secret ser- 
vice fund. The fund commonly so ealled, which is placed in 
the hands of the president to defray the contingent expenses of 
foreign intercourse, is not so properly entitled to the appella- 
tion. That fund is limited in its amount by the will of con- 
gress, whose approbation is requisite to its existence. This 
fund is unlimited by aught but the will of him who uses it, and 
is as free from the control of law as if it were the treasure of 
an independent government. That fund is also limited by the 


) acts of appropriation to a certain object. This has just so many 


objects as the postmaster general may seleet. Whatever ex- 
penses he chooses to consider as ‘tincidental’’ to his depart- 
ment, he pays; and the only aceount which he renders for it is 
confined to a line in his annual report, thus: ©The incidental 
expenses for last year were 87,701 dollars.”? The consequence 
of this state of things is, that, while the secret service fund in 
the hands of the president is 30,000 dollars, the fund expended 
during the current year by the postinaster general for the “in- 
cidental expenses’? of his department has now increased, as 
appears by the estimate in his last annual report, to thrice that 
sum. 

Atan early day of the present session, one of your commit- 
tee drew the attention of the senate to this subject, by a reso- 
Intion calling for an account of these expenses for the period 
interveuing between the 30th of September, 1831, and the 30th 
September, 1833. Months elapsed before any answer was given 
to the resolution, although, as will be seen by reference to the 
length of the report of the postmaster general on this subject, 
hereto annexed, the whole of it mighthave been transcribed from 
the post office books, by a tolerable clerk, in one day. When, 
after repeated inquiries for this paper, it was at length, for the 
first time, communicated to the senate, it appeared in secret 
session, in company with another paper giving an account 
marked ‘‘confidential.”? On the last paper, over which the veil 
of seerecy still hangs, your committee make no comment; but 
to the paper, on which the injunction of secrecy does not rest, 
they invite the attention of the senate. 

While examining this document with a view to the correc- 
tion of the abuses which it disclosed, the attention of your com- 
mittee was arrested by the extent of official patronage to prin- 
ters which it developes, and the amount of that patronage 18 
exhibited in the “Blue Book.”? The resolution of congress, 0! 
the 14th of July, 1832, directed that there should be included 
in the next (present) edition of this book a correct list of all 
printers in any way employed by any department or officer of 
the government, within the period between the 30th of Septem- 
ber, 1831, and the 30th of September, 1833, with the compensa- 
tion allowed to each: The resolution of congress, to enable 
the secretary of state to comply with it, enjoins it upon the 
“several heads of departments directing or incurring the ex- 
pense, to cause the list, and the matter thereby required to be 
added, to be lodged in the department of state.”? The document 
in the Blue Book, (pages 182, 3, 4), entitled, “‘list of all printers 
employed by the post office department between the 30th of 





